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ABSTRACT 


Aspen  is  of  special  concern  in  the  West  because  the  species  does  not  commonly 
grow  from  seed  due  to  its  demanding  seed-bed  requirements.  It  is  thought  that 
environmental  conditions  have  not  been  conducive  to  seedling  growth  and  clonal 
establishment  since  shortly  after  the  glaciers  retreated  10,000  or  more  years  ago.  Hence, 
aspen  clones  found  in  central  Nevada  today  have  likely  maintained  their  presence  on 
those  sites  for  thousands  of  years  via  vegetative  regeneration;  i.e.  root  sprouting.  In 
addition,  aspen  communities  support  an  array  of  other  species  and  have  the  highest 
biodiversity  of  any  upland  forest  type  in  the  West.  This  is  especially  true  in  central  Nevada 
where  many  aspen  stands  are  associated  with  riparian  communities.  Aspen,  though,  has 
been  declining  in  Nevada  and  throughout  the  Intermountain  West  since  shortly  after 
European  settlement.  The  reasons  for  this  have  been  attributed  to  climatic  change,  fire 
suppression,  normal  plant  succession,  wild  ungulate  browsing,  and/or  grazing  by  domestic 
livestock. 

To  test  these  hypotheses  and  to  determine  the  status  of  aspen  on  BLM 
administered  lands  in  central  Nevada,  I measured  126  representative  aspen  stands  in  the 
Shoshone,  Simpson  Park,  Diamond,  Toiyabe,  Desatoya,  and  Roberts  Mountains.  I also 
measured  all  long-term  aspen-containing  exclosures  in  those  mountain  ranges.  The 
exclosures  were  originally  built  to  study  the  effect  of  livestock  and/or  wildlife  use,  but 
because  the  general  climate  is  the  same  inside  and  outside  the  fenced  plots,  the 
exclosures  can  also  be  used  to  evaluate  the  climatic  change  hypothesis. 


IX 


Many  aspen  stands  in  central  Nevada  have  not  produced  new  stems  greater  than  2 
m (6  ft)  tall  in  more  than  100  years  and  many  stands  are  in  very  poor  condition.  The  status 
and  trend  of  aspen  communities  in  central  Nevada,  however,  is  not  related  to  climatic 
variation,  fire  suppression,  forest  succession,  or  browsing  by  mule  deer.  Instead,  the 
condition  of  individual  aspen  communities  is  related  to  past  and  present  levels  of  livestock 

grazing.  That  is,  aspen  is  declining  throughout  most  of  central  Nevada  due  to  repeated 

© 

browsing  of  aspen  suckers  by  cattle  and/or  domestic  sheep  - - repeated  browsing 
eliminates  sucker  height  growth,  which  prevents  their  growth  into  aspen  saplings  and 
trees.  Without  stem  replacement,  aspen  clones  are  consigned  to  extinction. 

This  cause  and  effect  relationship  is  most  clearly  demonstrated  inside  and  outside 
exclosures.  In  all  cases  where  it  was  protected,  aspen  successfully  regenerated  without 
fire  or  other  disturbance  and  developed  multi,  stem-aged  stands,  while  on  adjacent, 
outside  plots,  aspen  continued  to  decline.  Aspen  in  central  Nevada  also  experienced 
major  regeneration  events  on  allotments  where  livestock  grazing  was  temporarily  reduced 
or  where  BLM  had  mandated  season  of  use  changes.  On  some  allotments,  a change 
from  season-long  grazing  to  only  early-season  grazing,  was  enough  in  and  of  itself, 
without  any  reductions  in  animal  unit  months  (AUMs),  to  allow  aspen  to  successfully 
regenerate. 

Thus,  to  reverse  the  decline  of  aspen  in  central  Nevada  it  will  be  necessary  to  more 
closely  manage  livestock  use.  Depending  on  individual  sites  and  the  present  condition  of 
aspen,  it  may  be  necessary  to  fence  some  stands  and/or  restrict  livestock  to  only  early- 
season  grazing.  If  aspen  does  not  respond  to  those  measures,  however,  it  may  be 
necessary  to  reduce  AUM  numbers  on  some  allotments.  It  is  also  recommended  that 


o 
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BLM  establish  permanent  monitoring  plots  in  representative  aspen  communities 
throughout  central  Nevada  to  evaluate  management  decisions  related  to  that  species. 


1 


INTRODUCTION 

Aspen  (Populus  tremuloides)  is  an  excellent  indicator  of  ecosystem  health  and 
ecological  integrity  in  the  western  United  States  because  the  species  does  not  commonly 
grow  from  seed  due  to  its  demanding  seed-bed  requirements  (Perala  1990;  West  et  al. 
1994:10;  White  et  al.  1998a,  1998b).  In  fact,  there  are  no  known  instances  of  aspen 
clones  having  established  from  seed  anywhere  in  the  Intermountain  West  during  the 
period  of  recorded  history  (Kay  1993).  It  is  thought  that  environmental  conditions  have 
not  been  conducive  to  seedling  growth  and  clonal  establishment  since  shortly  after  the 
glaciers  retreated  10,000  or  more  years  ago  (McDonough  1979,  1985;  Perala  1990; 
Jelinski  and  Cheliak  1992;  Mitton  and  Grant  1996).  This  means  that  aspen  clones  found 
in  central  Nevada  today  have  likely  maintained  their  presence  on  those  sites  for 
thousands  of  years  via  vegetative  regeneration.  Thus,  aspen  may  be  among  the  oldest 
living  organisms  on  Earth  and  should  be  managed  as  old-growth,  ancient  forests,  not  a 
serai  plant  community  (Grant  1993,  Mitton  and  Grant  1996,  Kay  1997a). 

Aspen  seedlings  are  more  common  in  the  northern  Canadian  Rockies  (Peterson 
and  Peterson  1992,  1995)  and  there  may  be  "windows  of  opportunity"  that  allow  seedling 
establishment  at  infrequent,  200  to  400  year  or  longer,  intervals  (Jelinski  and  Cheliak 
1992:728),  but  successful  sexual  reproduction  of  aspen  is  still  exceedingly  rare  (Mitton 
and  Grant  1996).  Aspen  invariably  occur  as  clones  in  which  all  the  individual  trees 
(ramets)  are  genetically  identical,  having  grown  from  a common  root  system  by  vegetative 
shoots.  If  aspen  is  lost  there  are  no  known  means  of  reestablishing  those  clones  (Kay 
1997a). 

As  a relatively  short-lived  tree  (<150  years),  long-lived  aspen  clones  are  often 
dependent  on  periodic  disturbance  such  as  fire  to  stimulate  vegetative  regeneration  via 
root  suckering,  and  to  reduce  conifer  competition  (Bartos  and  Mueggler  1979,  1981; 
Bartos  et  al.  1991,  1994;  Shepperd  1993;  Shepperd  and  Smith  1993).  In  the  absence  of 
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fire,  many  aspen  clones  in  the  Intermountain  West  may  be  replaced  by  more  shade- 
tolerant  species,  although  climax  aspen  is  common  (Mueggler  1988).  Aspen,  however, 
will  burn  only  when  it  is  leafless  and  when  the  understory  plants  are  dry  enough  to  carry  a 
fire,  conditions  that  occur  only  early  in  the  spring  before  understory  regrowth,  and  late  in 
the  autumn  after  leaf-fail  and  the  understory  plants  have  cured  (Fechner  and  Barrows 
1976,  Brown  and  Simmerman  1986,  DeByle  et  al.  1987).  During  both  those  periods, 
though,  there  are  few  lightning  strikes  and  virtually  no  lightning-started  fires  in  the  West 
(Kay  1997a,  2000).  This  would  suggest  that  in  pre-Columbian  times,  native  burning  may 
have  been  more  important  than  lightning-started  fires  in  maintaining  aspen  and  other 
plant  communities  (Kay  1997a,  1997b,  1997c,  2000). 

In  addition,  aspen  communities  support  an  array  of  other  species  and  have 
extremely  high  biological  diversity  (DeByle  and  Winokur  1985,  Peterson  and  Peterson 
1992,  Stelfox  1995).  In  fact,  aspen  has  the  highest  biodiversity  of  any  upland  forest  type 
in  the  West  (Finch  and  Ruggiero  1993).  Bird  communities,  for  instance,  vary  with  the  size, 
age,  and  location  of  aspen  clones,  as  well  as  with  grazing  intensity  and  history  (Young 
1973,  1977;  Baida  1975;  Flack  1976,  Page  et  al.  1978;  Winternitz  1980;  Casey  and  Hein 
1983;  Oakleaf  etal.  1983;  Taylor  1986;  Putman  etal.  1989;  Daily  etal.  1993;  Ehrlich  and 
Daily  1993;  Johns  1993;  Westworth  and  Telfer  1993;  Stelfox  1995;  Grant  and  Berkey 
1999).  So  if  aspen  is  lost,  many  birds  and  small  mammals  will  decline;  some  precipitously 
(Ehrlich  and  Daily  1993).  This  is  especially  true  on  BLM  lands  in  central  Nevada  where 
many  aspen  communities  are  found  in  riparian  settings  (Schenbeck  and  Dahlem  1977, 
Kennedy  et  al.  2000). 

Moreover,  aspen  provides  highly  palatable  forage  for  elk  (Cervus  elaphus).  mule 
deer  (Odocoileus  hemionous),  and  livestock  throughout  the  West  (Wallmo  and  Regelin 
1981,  Nelson  and  Leege  1982,  Endersby  1999).  Aspen,  however,  is  sensitive  to 
repeated  browsing  and  range  use  levels.  High-density  elk  populations  commonly  strip 
bark  from  mature  aspen  and  severely  browse  aspen  suckers  that  can  prevent  stand 
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regeneration  and  which  may  eventually  lead  to  the  loss  of  aspen  clones  (Krebill  1972; 
Olmsted  1977,  1979,  1997;  Weinstein  1979;  Kay  1985,  1990,  2001a,  2001b;  Shepperd 
and  Fairweather  1 994;  Baker  et  al.  1 997;  White  et  al.  1 998a,  1 998b;  Ripple  and  Larson 
2000,  White  2001).  Large  numbers  of  mule  deer  can  also  prevent  aspen  regeneration 
(Olmstead  1979,  Kay  and  Bartos  2000),  and  if  not  properly  managed,  livestock  can  have 
similar  negative  impacts  on  aspen  communities  (Baker  1918,  1925;  Sampson  1919; 
Coles  1965;  Weatherill  and  Keith  1969). 

Recent  evidence  indicates  that  aspen  has  been  declining  throughout  the 
Intermountain  West  since  shortly  after  European  settlement  (Schier  1975;  Schier  and 
Campbell  1980;  Kay  1997a,  1997b).  Since  1962,  the  acreage  of  aspen  dominated 
forests  in  Arizona  and  New  Mexico  has  decreased  by  nearly  50%  (U.S.  Forest  Service 
1993,  Cartwright  and  Burns  1994,  Johnson  1994).  While  in  the  northern  Rockies,  aspen 
has  declined  by  up  to  90%  since  the  late  1800s  (Kay  1990,  1997a,  1997c;  Kay  and 
Wagner  1994,  1996;  Kay  et  al.  1999).  On  Idaho’s  Targhee  National  Forest,  inventory 
data  show  that  36%  of  the  West  Camas  Creek  drainage  was  dominated  by  aspen  in 
1914,  but  today,  aspen  occupies  only  4%  of  the  area  - - figures  that  are  confirmed  by 
repeat-photographs  (Kay  1997a).  In  Utah,  aspen  has  also  declined  from  its  historical 
distribution  (Bartos  and  Campbell  1998).  On  Utah’s  Dixie  National  Forest,  for  instance, 
there  were  historically  over  590,000  A.  of  aspen  while  today  there  are  only  approximately 
200,000  A.  Furthermore,  many  aspen  stands  contain  old-age  or  single-age  trees  and 
have  not  successfully  regenerated  for  80  years  or  longer  (Mueggler  1989a,  1989b).  It 
has  also  been  observed  that  aspen  has  failed  to  regenerate  and  is  declining  on  BLM 
lands  in  central  Nevada  (Schenbeck  and  Dahlem  1977). 

At  least  four  hypotheses  have  been  advanced  to  explain  the  decline  of  aspen 
throughout  the  Intermountain  West  (Kay  and  Bartos  2000).  (1)  Climatic  change  - - the 
climate  was  more  favorable  for  aspen  in  the  past  and  today’s  drier  climate  precludes 
aspen  regeneration  (Despain  et  al.  1986,  Romme  et  al.  1995,  Baker  et  al.  1997).  (2) 
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Conifer  invasion  and  fire  suppression  - - aspen  is  a serai  species  that  will  not  successfully 
regenerate  unless  the  overstory  aspen  and  invading  conifers  are  killed  by  fire  (Houston 
1973,  1982;  Loope  and  Gruell  1973;  Gruell  and  Loope  1974;  Despain  et  al.  1986),  and 
thus,  modern  fire  suppression  and  forest  succession  have  adversely  effected  aspen.  (3) 
Livestock  grazing  is  preventing  the  growth  of  aspen  suckers  into  trees  (Sampson  1919, 
Baker  1925).  And  (4)  repeated  browsing  by  mule  deer  and/or  elk  is  preventing  aspen 
sucker  height  growth  and  the  successful  regeneration  of  aspen  stands  (Coles  1965; 
Bartos  and  Mueggler  1979,  1981). 

To  test  these  hypotheses  and  to  determine  the  status  of  aspen  on  BLM  lands,  I 
measured  the  condition  and  trend  of  aspen  communities  throughout  central  Nevada 
within  the  Battle  Mountain  District  (Figure  1).  I also  measured  all  long-term  aspen- 
containing  exclosures  in  the  Shoshone,  Simpson  Park,  Diamond,  Toiyabe,  Desatoya,  and 
Roberts  Mountains.  These  exclosures  were  originally  built  to  study  the  effect  of  livestock 
and/or  wildlife  use  (Tueller  1979,  Tueller  and  Monroe  1980),  but  because  the  general 
climate  is  the  same  inside  and  outside  the  fenced  plots,  they  can  also  be  used  to  test  the 
climatic  change  hypothesis  (Laycock  1975).  The  Shoshone,  Simpson  Park,  Diamond, 
Toiyabe,  Desatoya,  and  Roberts  Mountains  were  selected  for  study  by  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  because  aspen  stands  in  those  areas  are  thought  to  be  representative 
of  conditions  in  the  Battle  Mountain  District. 
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Figure  1.  General  location  of  aspen  study  sites  in  central  Nevada.  1 - - Shoshone 
Mountains;  2 - - Simpson  Park  Mountains;  3 - - Desatoya  Mountains;  4 - - Toiyabe 
Mountains;  5-  - Roberts  Mountains;  6a  - - south  Diamond  Mountains;  and  6b  - - north 
Diamond  Mountains. 
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METHODS 


Within  each  study  area,  representative  aspen  stands  were  selected  for  detailed 
measurement.  At  each  aspen  community  that  was  sampled  during  this  study,  I first 
placed  a 2x30  m (6.6x98  ft.)  belt  transect  perpendicular  to  the  slope  in  the  stand's  center. 
To  facilitate  data  recording,  I subdivided  each  30  m transect  into  3 m (9.8  ft.)  segments 
and  then  recorded  the  number  of  live  aspen  stems  by  size  classes  within  each  3 m 
segment.  I used  the  following  size  classes:  (1)  stems  less  than  2 m (6.6  ft.)  tall,  (2)  stems 
greater  than  2 m tall  but  less  than  5 cm  (2  in.)  diameter  at  breast  height  (DBH),  (3)  stems 
between  6 and  10  cm  (2-4  in.)  DBH,  (4)  stems  between  1 1 and  20  cm  (4-8  in.)  DBH,  and 
(5)  stems  greater  than  21  cm  (8  in.)  DBH.  Ages  of  aspen  within  each  size  class  were 
determined  by  counting  annual  rings.  I obtained  the  ages  of  large  aspen  with  the  aid  of 
an  increment  borer  while  I cross-sectioned  smaller  stems,  usually  those  less  than  5 cm 
DBH.  Larger  trees  were  cored  at  breast  height,  while  stems  <5  cm  in  diameter  were 
usually  cut  at  ground  level.  Stems  less  than  2 m tall  were  not  aged.  The  location  of  each 
measured  aspen  stand  was  plotted  on  1:24,000  USGS  topographic  maps.  In  addition, 
the  locations  of  all  aspen  stands  within  each  study  area  were  also  marked  on  topographic 
maps,  as  were  all  the  routes  driven  or  walked. 

Within  each  stand,  I also  recorded  the  following  information:  (1)  location  - - section, 
township,  and  range;  (2)  elevation  as  determined  from  topographic  maps;  (3)  Universal 
Transverse  Mercator  (UTM)  grid  coordinates,  again  estimated  from  topographic  maps;  (4) 
aspect  --  north,  northeast,  east,  southeast,  south,  southwest,  west,  and  northwest;  (5) 
estimated  slope  in  percent;  (6)  estimated  stand  size;  (7)  an  estimate  of  the  mean  percent 
of  each  stem  that  had  been  damaged  by  ungulate  bark  stripping  - - of  the  animals 
commonly  found  in  Nevada,  bark  stripping  is  only  done  by  elk,  not  deer  or  livestock 
(Krebill  1972);  (8)  if  the  stand  had  newly  regenerated  stems  greater  than  2 m tall  but  less 
than  5 cm  DBH,  an  estimate  of  the  percent  that  showed  evidence  of  ungulate  highlining  - 
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where  the  ungulates  browse  off  all  the  lower  branches  as  high  as  the  animals  can  reach; 
(9)  the  percent  of  stems  less  than  2 m tall  on  each  2x30  m transect  that  exhibited 
ungulate  browsing;  (10)  whether  or  not  water  was  present  in  or  near  the  stand;  and  (11) 
the  number  of  cattle,  domestic  sheep,  mule  deer,  and  elk  pellet  groups  on  each  2x30  m 
belt  transect. 

Furthermore,  at  each  stand  I recorded  the  number  and  species  of  conifers  on  the 
2x30  m belt  transect  that  was  used  to  count  aspen  stems.  Conifers  were  recorded  by  the 
same  five  size  classes  that  were  used  for  aspen.  In  addition,  I estimated  the  total  percent 
conifer  canopy  cover  in  each  stand  according  to  guidelines  established  by  Mueggler 
(1988).  Understory  plant  species  composition  was  visually  estimated  in  each  sampled 
aspen  stand  following  procedures  developed  by  Mueggler  (1988).  Shrubs  were  identified 
to  species,  but  the  same  could  not  be  done  with  grasses  or  forbs  because  those  plants 
had  generally  received  such  heavy  utilization  that  they  could  not  reliably  be  identified 
(Clary  and  Leininger  2000).  Instead,  percent  canopy  cover  was  estimated  for  all  grass 
species  and  all  forb  species  combined.  The  proportion  of  bare  soil,  rock,  litter,  and 
downed  aspen  was  also  recorded.  All  aspen  selected  for  detailed  study  were 
photographed  using  35  mm  color  slide  film  to  document  stand  and  understory  conditions. 
Finally,  at  each  aspen-containing  exclosure,  data  were  collected  on  inside,  as  well  as  on 
adjacent,  comparable  outside  plots  (Kay  and  Bartos  2000). 

BLM  provided  information  on  the  grazing  history  of  each  aspen  study  area. 
Unfortunately,  the  agency’s  files  are  incomplete  and  seldom  contain  data  on  actual 
livestock  use.  Instead,  BLM  generally  has  information  on  AUM  (Animal  Unit  Month) 
allocations,  as  well  as  the  number  of  AUM’s  each  permittee  paid  to  activate  in  any  one 
year,  called  grazing  bills.  Grazing  bills,  however,  may  not  reflect  actual  use  as  many 
ranches  simply  pay  for  all  the  AUM’s  they  are  allocated  each  year  to  maintain  their 
grazing  permits.  At  the  end  of  each  grazing  season,  ranchers  are  required  to  submit 
actual  use  reports,  but  those  too  are  only  estimates  (Duane  Crimmins,  BLM  biologist, 
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personal  communication,  Dec.  2000).  Hence,  based  on  the  information  in  BLM’s  files,  it 
is  only  possible  to  document  general  grazing  trends  on  each  allotment.  BLM,  for 
instance,  does  have  records  on  legally  mandated  changes  in  AUM  allocations.  That  is  to 
say,  has  the  ranchers’  basic  AUM  authorizations  been  increased  or  decreased?  BLM 
also  has  data  on  any  season  of  use  changes  that  have  been  implemented  by  the  agency. 
Again,  however,  actual  use  data  is  lacking  because  there  simply  are  not  enough  agency 
personnel  to  field  check  each  and  every  action  of  its  grazing  permittees. 


RESULTS  AND  SITE  ANALYSES 


In  all,  126  representative  aspen  stands  were  measured  in  the  Shoshone,  Simpson 
Park,  Diamond,  Toiyabe,  Desatoya,  and  Roberts  Mountains.  The  stands  were  numbered 
consecutively  from  NV-1  to  NV-126  as  they  were  measured  in  the  field.  Appendix  A 
contains  the  1:24,000  project  maps,  while  copies  of  the  original  data  sheets  are  located  in 
Appendix  B.  Appendix  C contains  1 ,038  - - 35  mm  color  slides  of  project  aspen  stands. 
No  elk  sign  was  observed  during  this  study  and  no  instances  of  ungulate  bark  stripping 
were  recorded,  so  those  data  were  omitted  from  the  summary  tables  for  each  study  area. 
Conifers  were  generally  absent  from  all  aspen  stands,  so  those  data  were  also  omitted 
from  the  tabular  summaries,  but  may  be  found  on  the  original  data  sheets  (Appendix  B). 
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Shoshone  Mountains 

The  aspen  study  area  in  the  Shoshone  Mountains  (Appendix  C - - slides  1-120) 
was  situated  at  the  head  of  Cottonwood  Creek  in  a basin  known  locally  as  Elephant 
Head  (see  maps  Appendix  A).  This  location  contains  several  springs  in  an  otherwise 
dry  environment  and  is  heavily  used  by  cattle  (Figure  2).  Aspen  is  limited  to  only  a 
handful  of  stands  and  all  clones  exhibited  evidence  of  marked  decline  (Figures  3 and 

4) .  As  most  clones  contained  only  a few  mature  trees,  I counted  all  live  stems  >2  m tall 
in  each  stand  instead  of  using  2x30  m belt  transects  (Table  1).  Except  where 
protected,  all  aspen  suckers  showed  repeated  evidence  of  ungulate  browsing  (Figure 

5) ,  primarily  by  cattle,  as  little  mule  deer  or  wild  horse  sign  was  observed  in  any  aspen 
stand.  Only  where  protected  inside  exclosures  (Figures  6 and  7)  or  by  fallen  trees 
(Figure  8;  Ripple  and  Larsen  2001)  have  aspen  been  able  to  escape  browsing  and 
reach  heights  >2  m tall  during  the  last  50  years. 

Although  the  area  occupied  by  live  aspen  has  declined  markedly  within  most 
stands  (Figures  3 and  4),  mature  trees  and  protected  stems  exhibited  excellent 
diameter  and  height  growth  (Table  2).  Where  live  trees  existed,  all  stands  produced 
abundant  aspen  suckers,  but  again,  except  where  protected,  all  suckers  showed 
evidence  of  repeated  browsing  (Table  1,  Figure  5).  Within  all  aspen  stands,  grasses 
and  forbs  had  been  utilized  to  ground  level,  or  below,  by  cattle  (Clary  and  Leininger 
2000).  Bare  soil  was  the  largest  understory  canopy  class  in  all  stands  and  averaged 
60%  (Table  3),  except  in  stand  NV-9a  (20%),  which  received  less  cattle  use  due  to  rock 
outcrops  and  an  exceedingly  steep  slope  (Table  1). 


Table  1.  Aspen  stand  parameters  in  the  Shoshone  Mountains. 
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**See  text  - - complete  stem  counts  were  not  done. 
NA=Not  applicable;  see  text. 


Table  2.  Age  and  diameter  of  aspen  in  the  Shoshone  Mountains. 


Stand  Number 

Stem  Diameter  (cm)/Age  (yrs.) 

NV-1 

NV-2 

NV-3 

NV-4 

NV-5 

NV-6 

NV-7 

NV-8 

NV-9a 

NV-9b 

NV-10 

28/45,  26/42,  45/R*,  48/R 

40/62,  44/65 

18/18,  20/22,  44/68 

9/16,  15/28,  28/48,  32/50 

8/12,  10/12 

50/105 

35/62 

7/14,  13/31,  25/43,  26/45 
3/7,  3/7,  5/12,  6/12,  15/43,  18/52 
14/32,  19/55 
10/13,  12/14,  45/76 

*Stem  with  heart  rot  that  could  not  be  aged. 
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Figure  2.  A typical  riparian  community  in  Cottonwood  Basin.  All  riparian  areas  have 
been  heavily  impacted  by  livestock.  Note  the  bare  dirt,  eroded  soil,  and  general 
absence  of  vegetation  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No  59)  by  Charles  E.  Kay; 
August  18,  2000. 
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Figure  3.  Aspen  stand  NV-1  in  Cottonwood  Basin.  Dead  aspen  trees  have  not  been 
replaced  with  new  stems  because  all  aspen  suckers  have  been  repeatedly  browsed. 
Downed  aspen  mark  the  original  extent  of  the  stand.  That  is  to  say,  this  and  other 
aspen  stands  in  the  area  were  once  much  larger  and  have  declined  over  the  years  due 
to  excessive  herbivory  and  an  absence  of  regeneration.  This  is  also  a riparian  area 
with  flowing  water.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  1 1)  by  Charles  E.  Kay; 
August  18,  2000. 
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Figure  4.  Aspen  stand  NV-7  in  Cottonwood  Basin.  Dead  aspen  trees  have  not  been 
replaced  with  new  stems  because  all  aspen  suckers  have  been  repeatedly  browsed. 
Downed  aspen  mark  the  original  extent  of  the  stand.  That  is  to  say,  this  and  other 
aspen  stands  in  the  area  were  once  much  larger  and  have  declined  over  the  years  due 
to  excessive  herbivory  and  an  absence  of  regeneration.  Print  from  color  slide 
(Appendix  C » - No.  91)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  19,  2000. 
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Figure  5.  A typical  aspen  sucker  (NV-4)  in  Cottonwood  Basin.  Except  where  protected 
by  fencing  or  fallen  trees,  aspen  suckers  in  Cottonwood  Basin  all  exhibited  signs  of 
repeated  browsing.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  in  one  foot  increments  for  scale.  Print 
from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  52)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  18,  2000. 
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Figure  6.  Aspen  (NV-5)  protected  from  grazing  inside  a small  fenced  plot  in 
Cottonwood  Basin.  The  larger  Cottonwood  Basin  Exclosure  (BLM  4696)  fence  is  on 
the  right  next  to  which  a small  area  has  been  fenced  to  exclude  livestock.  Regenerated 
aspen  saplings  had  a density  of  5,138/A  and  were  12  years  old.  Cattle  have  recently 
breached  the  small  exclosure  and  highlined  all  the  new  aspen  saplings.  Red  and  white 
survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  62)  by  Charles  E. 
Kay;  August  18,  2000. 
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Figure  7.  Aspen  regeneration  inside  a small  fenced  plot  (NV-6)  within  the  larger 
Cottonwood  Basin  Exclosure.  The  larger  exclosure  fence  has  been  repeatedly  cut  by 
unknown  parties  and  aspen  has  not  regenerated  due  to  repeated  browsing  by  livestock. 
Within  the  smaller  fenced  plot  where  cattle  do  not  have  access,  however,  aspen  has 
regenerated  at  6,800  suckers/A  and  7,500  saplings/A.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft) 
for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  74)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  19, 
2000. 
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As  judged  by  the  presence  of  downed  aspen  (Figure  3),  stand  NV-1  once 
occupied  an  area  of  52,500  ft2,  but  now  contains  only  32  stems  >2  m tall  (Table  1).  All 
aspen  suckers  were  repeatedly  browsed,  and  only  aspen  stems  protected  by  fallen 
trees  successfully  regenerated  in  recent  years.  In  those  instances,  as  mature  aspen 
died  and  fell,  they  jack-strawed  in  such  a manner  as  to  protect  emergent  suckers  from 
ungulate  use.  In  essence,  the  interlocking  fallen  trees  produced  a de  facto  exclosure 
where  ungulates,  in  this  case  cattle,  could  not  physically  reach  the  aspen  suckers 
(Figure  8).  This  is  similar  to  what  Ripple  and  Larsen  (2001)  reported  in  Yellowstone 
National  Park  where  fire-killed  conifers  fell  and  protected  aspen  from  excessive  use  by 
elk.  This  is  an  indication  that  ungulate  browsing,  not  other  factors,  is  responsible  for 
aspen’s  observed  decline. 

NV-2  is  located  approximately  500  ft  below  NV-1.  Although  NV-2  once  occupied 
more  than  17,000  ft2,  it  now  contains  only  nine  aspen  stems  >2  m tall.  NV-1  and  NV-2 
are  both  situated  along  a small  stream  (Figure  3),  and  trees  in  both  stands  have  wide 
growth  rings  indicative  of  excellent  growth.  NV-3  is  also  located  along  a stream  and 
presently  contains  only  nine  live  aspen  >21  cm  DBH  - - all  other  stems  >2  m tall  (Table 
1)  owe  their  existence  to  the  interlocking  branches  of  fallen  aspen.  NV-4  is  not  near 
flowing  water,  and  instead  is  situated  on  a steep  site  with  noticeable  soil  creep  and 
fallen  aspen,  which  has  allowed  a number  of  stems  to  escape  browsing.  The  eastern 
edge  of  NV-4  has  been  consumed  by  a soil  slump  (Appendix  C - - slides  49-50). 

Aspen  stand  NV-5  is  situated  inside  a small  (27x27  ft)  fenced  plot  (Figure  6), 
which  contained  60  aspen  suckers,  60  aspen  2 m < but  <5  cm  DBH,  26  stems  6-10  cm 
DBH,  and  3 aspen  >21  cm  DBH.  This  is  equal  to  a sucker  density  of  3,585  stems/A, 
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Figure  8.  Regenerated  aspen  stems  protected  from  grazing  by  fallen  trees  in  stand  NV- 
3.  As  mature  aspen  have  died  and  fallen,  they  jack-strawed  in  a manner  that  shielded 
emergent  aspen  suckers  from  browsing.  That  is  to  say,  the  interlocking  fallen  trees 
produced  a de  facto  exclosure  that  prevented  physical  access  by  livestock.  This  has 
happened  to  one  degree  or  another  in  most  aspen  stands  in  Cottonwood  Basin  and  is 
an  indication  that  ungulate  browsing,  not  other  factors,  is  responsible  for  the  observed 
decline  in  aspen,  as  well  as  the  failure  of  those  stands  to  produce  an  abundance  of  new 
stems  >2  m tall.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  39)  by  Charles  E.  Kay; 

August  18,  2000. 
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and  a regenerated  sapling  density  of  5,138/A.  Based  on  the  age  of  the  recently 
regenerated  aspen,  this  area  was  fenced  to  exclude  livestock  12  years  ago.  The  fence 
has  since  fallen  into  disrepair,  and  when  measured,  all  aspen  suckers  showed  signs  of 
repeated  browsing,  and  all  the  stems  >2  m tall  had  been  highlined  by  cattle.  From  the 
dense,  robust  growth  inside  the  enclosure,  though,  it  is  apparent  that  climate  is  not 
limiting  aspen  on  this  site. 

NV-6  is  located  inside  the  Cottonwood  Basin  Exclosure  (BLM  4696).  This  larger 
exclosure  was  built  a number  of  years  ago  but  the  fence  has  been  repeatedly  cut  by 
unknown  parties  such  that  cattle  have  had  continual  access  to  the  inside  area.  Not 
surprisingly,  aspen  has  not  been  able  to  produce  new  stems  >2  m tall  despite  sucker 
densities  of  more  than  6,700/A  (Appendix  B),  for  all  suckers  showed  evidence  of 
repeated  browsing  (Table  1).  Interestingly,  however,  someone  fenced  a small  area 
(8x8  ft)  within  the  larger  exclosure,  and  inside  that  fenced  area,  aspen  sucker  density 
was  6,800/A,  while  aspen  sapling  density  was  nearly  7,500/A  (Figure  7)  - - again 
indicative  of  excellent  growing  conditions  in  the  absence  of  livestock.  The  12  live, 
mature  aspen  trees  were  all  more  than  100  years  old  (Table  2). 

NV-7  is  located  immediately  west  of  the  Cottonwood  Basin  Exclosure.  This 
stand  once  occupied  an  area  of  over  30,000  ft2,  but  now  contains  only  16  live,  mature 
aspen  (Figure  4).  Eight  other  stems  were  >2  m tall,  but  all  were  protected  by  downed 
woody  debris  (Ripple  and  Larsen  2001).  NV-8  is  uphill  from  NV-7,  and  NV-8  contained 
several  recently  regenerated  stems  >2  m tall,  but  only  where  aspen  was  protected  by 
fallen  trees.  Suckers  on  one  2x30  m belt  transect  (Appendix  B)  had  a density  of  over 
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8,700  stems/A,  but  all  showed  evidence  of  repeated  browsing. 

Stand  NV-9  is  located  to  the  north  of  NV-8  (Appendix  A).  The  upper  part  of  the 
stand  (NV-9a)  is  located  on  a steep  slope  with  numerous  rocky  outcroppings,  which 
limits  use  by  cattle,  while  the  lower  part  of  the  stand  (NV-9b)  has  a more  gentle  slope 
and  lacks  rocky  outcroppings,  which  allows  more  access  by  livestock  (Holechek  1988). 
Single  2x30  m belt  transects  were  placed  in  both  NV-9a  and  NV-9b,  and  those  data 
indicate  that  aspen  successfully  regenerated  only  in  the  more  inaccessible  part  of  the 
stand. 


Aspen  Stem  Densities/A 


Size  class 

NV-9a 

NV-9b 

<2  m 

2,295 

3,240 

2 m < < 5 cm  DBH 

2,025 

0 

6-10  cm  DBH 

810 

0 

11-20  cm  DBH 

378 

202 

>21  cm  DBH 

0 

0 

NV-10  is  situated  around  a spring  near  the  lower  part  of  the  road  into 
Cottonwood  Basin  (Appendix  A).  Only  four  mature  aspen  were  alive  in  this  stand, 
although  53  other  stems  had  recently  grown  >2m  tall  where  protected  by  fallen  aspen 
(Ripple  and  Larsen  2001).  All  aspen  suckers,  though,  showed  evidence  of  repeated 
browsing. 
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Simpson  Park  Mountains 

Twenty-nine  aspen  stands  were  measured  on  Bates  Mountain  (NV-11  to  NV-39, 
Appendix  C - - slides  121-334)  in  the  North  Fork  of  Stiner  Creek,  South  Fork  of  Stiner 
Creek,  and  Water  Canyon  Drainages  (Appendix  A).  Aspen  was  also  evaluated  along 
the  lower  portion  of  Stiner  Creek,  including  the  fenced,  riparian  pasture  at  the  mouth  of 
the  canyon.  The  majority  of  aspen  stands  on  Bates  Mountain  are  in  the  Grass  Valley 
Allotment  and  two  permittees  are  presently  authorized  to  graze  cattle  in  this  area  - - the 
Grass  Valley  Ranch  and  the  Dry  Creek  Ranch. 

Many  stands  on  Bates  Mountain  contained  three  age  classes  of  aspen  stems 
(Tables  4 and  5).  The  largest  trees  were  120  to  140  years  old  and  there  was  a second 
cohort  50  to  55  years  of  age.  These  stands  also  contained  an  abundance  of  aspen 
saplings,  which  were  all  6-8  years  of  age,  as  determined  by  cutting  the  stems  at  ground 
level.  The  two  younger  age  classes  of  aspen  were  apparently  related  to  changes  in 
livestock  grazing  that  occurred  over  the  years.  Based  on  sheep-herder  carved  dates  on 
aspen  trees  (Appendix  C)  and  other  evidence  (Tueller  and  Monroe  1980:22),  there  was 
a major  shift  from  sheep  use  to  cattle  use  on  Bates  Mountain  after  World  War  II.  More 
recently,  the  Grass  Valley  Ranch  changed  ownership  and  cattle  grazing  was 
substantially  reduced  from  1992-1995.  In  addition,  the  season  of  use  was  changed 
from  yearlong  to  a rotational  system  that  permits  grazing  only  every  other  year  with  a 
reduced  number  of  cattle  (Duane  Crimmins,  BLM  Biologist,  personal  communication, 
Dec.  2000).  Thus,  aspen  regenerated  when  herbivory  was  reduced. 


Table  4.  Aspen  stand  parameters  in  the  Simpson  Park  Mountains. 
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‘Pellet  groups  per  2x30  m belt  transect. 
“Water  in  or  near  stand. 

NA=Not  applicable. 


Table  4.  Aspen  stand  parameters  in  the  Simpson  Park  Mountains. 
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Table  5.  Age  and  diameter  of  aspen  in  the  Simpson  Park  Mountains. 


Stand  Number 


Stem  Diameter  (cm)/Age  (yrs) 


NV-11  2/7,  3/7,  4/8,  4/8,  16/49,  18/54,  36/129,  42/135 

NV-12  2/6,  3/8,  4/8,  16/50,  19/56,  37/126,  44/138 

NV-13  5/4,  5/7,  5/8,  5/8,  16/52,  19/59,  42/108,  44/118 

NV-14  3/7,  3/7,  4/8,  4/8,  4/8,  18/50,  19/53,  33/137,  34/129 

NV-15  2/6,  3/10,  3/14,  4/9,  9/48,  11/52,  16/50,  19/52,  35/124 

NV-16  2/6,  3/8,  3/15,  4/9,  4/12,  4/18,  8/22,  9/24,  15/34,  16/35,  16/35,  24/55,  37/122 

NV-17  4/8,  4/8,  5/9,  13/52,  14/50,  15/52,  19/62,  36/118 

NV-18  4/8,  4/8,  5/9,  17/50,  19/52,  38/125 

NV-19  18/50,40/128 

NV-20  4/8,  4/8,  9/19,1 6/44,  46/1 22,  48/1 30 

NV-21  4/8,  4/8,  5/9,  18/52,  42/120 

NV-22  3/7,  4/8,  4/8,  5/9,  11/55,  15/58,  30/126 

NV-23  3/8,  4/8,  4/8,  6/12,  8/15,  8/16,  8/14,  10/18,  11/22,  13/42,  20/94,  31/100,  32/118 

NV-24  3/8,  4/8,  4/9,  5/1 0,  6/1 8,  7/20,  8/21 , 1 5/50,  23/84,  27/R*,  29/R*,  30/1 1 5 

NV-25  277,  3/7,  4/7,  4/8,  4/10,  15/R*,  17/R*,  18/52,  19/55,  20/R*,  44/130,  52/128,  55/R* 

NV-26  4/8,  4/8,  5/8,  14/50,  16/52,  24/122 

NV-27  4/8,  4/7,  5/8,  16/50,  18/54,  22/120 

NV-28  4/8,  4/8,  1 7/50,  1 9/50,  23/1 25,  27/1 20 

NV-29  4/8,  4/8,  5/9,  13/46,  16/51,  18/54,  36/127,  38/130 

NV-30  4/8,  4/8, 5/9,  16/56,  17/50,  18/51, 28/120 

NV-31  3/7,  4/8,  4/8,  5/9,  14/48,  16/54,  22/92 

NV-32  18/50,22/54,52/130 

NV-33  4/8,  4/8,  5/9,  18/50,  20/50,  34/120 

NV-34  4/8,  5/8,  6/9,  17/50,  18/52,  21/56,  38/115 

NV-35  4/8,  5/8,  19/50,  22/56,  48/R*,  52/R* 

NV-36  1 8/50,  22/50,  45/1 1 0,  45/1 1 5 

NV-37  1 9/50,  20/52,  46/1 08,  48/1 1 5 

NV-38  4/8,  4/8,  5/8,  6/9,  1 8/50,  34/R*,  36/1 1 5 

NV-39  4/8,  4/8,  5/9,  6/9,  28/120 


‘Stem  with  heart  rot  that  could  not  be  aged. 
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Not  all  aspen  stands,  though,  exhibited  this  pattern.  Some  lacked  the  50-55  year 
regeneration  event,  as  well  as  the  6-8  year  regional  episode  (Figure  11),  while  others 
lacked  only  the  more  recent  age  class  (Figure  9).  These  patterns  are  apparently 
related  to  slope  and  distance  from  water  (Figures  9-14).  Aspen  stands  on  flat  areas 
were  less  likely  to  regenerate  (Figure  9,  11,  and  13)  than  aspen  growing  on  steeper 
slopes  (Figures  10,  12,  and  13),  while  aspen  growing  near  springs  or  streams  was  also 
less  likely  to  have  regenerated  (Figure  14).  In  addition,  aspen  stands  on  flatter  areas 
near  water  also  had  fewer  grass  and  forbs,  and  more  bare  soil,  in  their  understories 
than  aspen  growing  on  steep  slopes  far  from  water  (Table  6).  As  cattle  prefer  gentle 
slopes  near  water  (Holechek  1988),  the  observed  patterns  in  aspen  stem  dynamics  and 
understory  species  composition  are  likely  related  to  past,  site-specific,  livestock  use; 
i.e.,  the  aspen  stands  most  heavily  used  by  cattle  have  not  successfully  produced  new 
stems  > 2m  tall.  This  conclusion  is  supported  by  observations  of  aspen  protected  by 
fallen  trees  and  aspen  protected  inside  the  Bates  Mountain  Exclosure. 

Similar  to  conditions  in  the  Shoshone  Mountains  (Figure  8),  aspen  on  Bates 
Mountain  successfully  regenerated  where  emergent  suckers  have  been  protected  by 
the  interlocking  branches  of  fallen  trees  (Figure  15).  Again,  this  is  an  indication  that 
repeated  browsing,  not  other  factors,  is  responsible  for  the  failure  of  these  stands  to 
produce  new  aspen  stems  >2  m tall  (Ripple  and  Larsen  2001). 

The  Bates  Mountain  Exclosure  (BLM  4245)  was  built  in  1965  by  BLM,  the 
Nevada  Division  of  Wildlife,  and  the  University  of  Nevada  at  Reno  to  study  mule  deer- 
cattle  forage  utilization  and  food  habits  (Tueller  1979,  Tueller  and  Monroe  1980).  The 
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Figure  9.  The  effect  of  slope  on  the  ability  of  Bates  Mountain  aspen  to  successfully 
regenerate.  Shown  is  aspen  stand  NV-19  where  cattle  tend  to  concentrate  because  of 
the  site’s  gentle  slope  (10-15%)  and  location  near  water  (Holechek  1988).  The  oldest 
trees  in  this  stand  were  approximately  130  years  of  age  and  there  were  a few  trees  in 
the  50-55  year  age  class,  but,  unlike  much  of  Bates  Mountain,  aspen  had  not  recently 
regenerated.  Compare  Figures  9 and  11  with  Figures  10  and  12.  The  understory  of 
this  aspen  stand  was  dominated  by  bare  soil  (60%).  Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft) 
for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  172)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  20, 
2000. 
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Figure  10.  The  effect  of  slope  on  the  ability  of  Bates  Mountain  aspen  to  successfully 
produce  new  stems  >2  m tall.  Shown  is  aspen  stand  NV-22,  which  is  near  the  stand 
pictured  in  Figure  9.  Cattle  make  less  use  of  this  area,  however,  because  of  its  steeper 
slope  (60-80%)  and  its  greater  distance  from  water  (Flolechek  1988).  The  oldest  trees 
in  this  stand  were  also  approximately  130  years  of  age  and  there  was  a regeneration 
event  50-55  years  ago,  but  unlike  the  stand  in  Figure  9,  there  was  also  a major 
regeneration  event  6-8  years  ago.  Grasses,  forbs,  and  shrubs  combined  for  75% 
canopy  cover  and  there  was  no  exposed  soil.  Compare  Figures  9 and  1 1 with  Figures 
10  and  12.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix 
C - - No.  181)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  20,  2000. 
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Figure  1 1 . The  effect  of  slope  on  the  ability  of  Bates  Mountain  aspen  to  regenerate. 
This  stand  is  on  a flat  area  in  an  open  valley  near  water  and  has  not  successfully 
produced  new  aspen  stems  >2  m tall  in  nearly  130  years.  Compare  Figures  9 and  1 1 
with  Figures  10  and  12.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  266)  by  Charles  E. 
Kay;  August  22,  2000. 
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Figure  12.  The  effect  of  slope  on  the  ability  of  Bates  Mountain  aspen  to  produce  new 
stems  >2  m tall.  Shown  is  aspen  stand  NV-34.  Cattle  make  less  use  of  this  area 
because  of  its  steeper  slope  (60-80%)  and  its  distance  from  water  (Holechek  1988). 
The  largest  trees  in  this  stand  were  115  years  of  age  and  there  also  were  trees  in  the 
50-55  year  size  class.  In  addition,  there  was  a major  regeneration  event  6-8  years  ago. 
Note  that  the  newly  regenerated  aspen  had  branches  all  the  way  to  the  ground  and 
showed  no  sign  of  ungulate  browsing  or  highlining,  as  would  be  the  case  if  mule  deer 
numbers  were  excessive  (Kay  and  Bartos  2000).  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - 
No.  237)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  22,  2000. 
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Figure  13.  The  effect  of  slope  on  the  ability  of  Bates  Mountain  aspen  to  successfully 
produce  new  stems  >2  m tall.  This  aspen  stand  is  situated  along  both  sides  of  the 
North  Fork  of  Stiner  Creek,  although  the  stream  is  dry  at  this  point.  Nevertheless,  on 
the  flat  area  to  the  right  of  the  stream  channel,  aspen  has  not  successfully  regenerated 
in  recent  years,  while  aspen  in  the  same  clone,  but  on  the  steeper  hillside  to  the  left  of 
the  stream  channel,  has  regenerated.  This  phenomena  is  common  in  central  Nevada. 
Aspen  stands,  or  parts  of  aspen  stands  on  more  gentle  slopes  are  more  heavily  used 
by  cattle  and  generally  lack  regeneration,  while  stands  or  part  of  stands  on  adjacent, 
but  steeper  slopes,  have  successfully  produced  new  stems  >2  m tall,  because  livestock 
use  is  less  in  those  areas  (Holechek  1988).  Print  from  a color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No. 
238)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  22,  2000. 
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Figure  14.  Typical  spring  on  the  upper  portion  of  Bates  Mountain.  This  spring  is  at  the 
head  of  the  South  Fork  of  Stiner  Creek  and  had  been  heavily  used  by  cattle,  as  had 
adjacent  aspen  communities.  Bare  soil  was  common  and  all  riparian  vegetation  had 
been  utilized  to  ground  level  (Clary  and  Leininger  2000).  None  of  the  water  sources  on 
Bates  Mountain  have  been  developed  or  fenced  to  exclude  livestock.  Red  and  white 
survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  a color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  174)  by  Charles 
E.  Kay;  August  20,  2000. 


39 


Figure  15.  A de  facto  aspen  exclosure  on  Bates  Mountain.  At  this  and  other  sites  on 
Bates  Mountain,  as  the  older  aspen  trees  have  died  and  fallen,  their  branches  have 
interlocked  and  physically  prevented  access  by  ungulates,  primarily  cattle.  This  has 
prevented  emergent  suckers  from  being  browsed  and  allowed  those  stems  to 
successfully  regenerate  (Ripple  and  Larsen  2001),  which  suggests  that  herbivory,  not 
other  factors,  is  responsible  for  the  lack  of  aspen  regeneration  in  adjacent  areas.  Red 
and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  a color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  239) 
by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  22,  2000. 
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exclosure  was  of  a three-part  design  with  one  part  fenced  to  exclude  both  wildlife  and 
livestock,  while  an  adjacent  area  was  fenced  to  exclude  cattle,  but  to  permit  access  by 
mule  deer  (deer-use  only).  The  third  part  was  not  fenced  and  was  used  by  both  deer 
and  cattle.  The  exclosure  included  a mixture  of  sagebrush,  grass,  and  aspen  on  deer 
and  cattle  summer  range. 

When  this  site  was  visited  in  August  2000,  the  total-exclusion  part  of  the 
exclosure  was  still  functional,  though  the  fence  was  in  recent  disrepair.  The  same  was 
not  true  for  the  cattle-exclusion  (deer-use  only)  part  of  the  exclosure.  That  fence  had 
been  down  for  a number  of  years,  and  cattle  had  been  using  the  “inside”  area.  Belt 
transects  were  established  in  six  aspen  stands  immediately  outside  the  exclosure  (NV- 
11,  12,  13,  14,  15,  and  17)  and  in  the  total-exclusion  area  (NV-16),  as  well  as  within  the 
“deer-only”  area  (NV-18). 

Aspen  inside  the  total-exclusion  area  regenerated  shortly  after  the  exclosure  was 
constructed  (Tueller  and  Monroe  1980:92-96)  and  had  developed  into  a multi-age 
structured  stand  (Table  4).  Aspen  outside  the  total-exclusion  area  and  within  the  “deer- 
only”  use  area  had  not  regenerated  during  the  1960’s.  Instead,  aspen-stem  dynamics 
in  those  areas  exhibited  the  pattern  discussed  above  - - large  120-140  year  old  trees, 
50-55  year  old  trees,  and  aspen  saplings  6-8  years  of  age  (Tables,  Figure  16).  There 
were  also  major  differences  in  understory  species  composition.  Outside  the  exclosure, 
grasses  and  forbs  averaged  only  12%  canopy  cover  and  all  plants  had  been  utilized  to 
ground  level  (Figure  17,  Clary  and  Leininger  2000).  Litter,  mostly  aspen  leaves,  covered 
47%  of  ground,  while  bare  soil  averaged  21%  (Table  6).  Within  the  total-exclusion  area, 
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Figure  16.  A typical  aspen  stand  (NV-13)  outside  the  Bates  Mountain  Exclosure.  The 
largest  trees  were  110-120  years  of  age.  There  was  also  a 50-55  year  age  class,  as 
well  as  an  abundance  of  6-8  year  old  aspen  saplings  (6,142  stems/A).  As  discussed  in 
the  text,  many  aspen  stands  on  Bates  Mountain  recently  regenerated,  without  fire  or 
other  disturbance,  when  livestock  numbers  were  reduced.  Red  and  white  survey  pole 
(6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  a color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  131)  by  Charles  E.  Kay; 
August  20,  2000. 
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Figure  17.  A typical  aspen  understory  (NV-12)  outside  the  Bates  Mountain  Exclosure. 
The  major  cover  classes  were  bare  soil  (30%)  and  litter  (35%),  primarily  aspen  leaves, 
while  grasses  were  rare  (5%).  The  lack  of  understory  vegetation  is  apparently  the 
result  of  repeated  livestock  grazing  - - compare  this  with  Figure  18  where  cattle  have 
been  excluded  for  35  years.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  in  one  foot  segments  for  scale 
Print  from  a color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  128)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  20,  2000. 
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however,  grasses  and  forbs  combined  for  90%  canopy  cover  (Table  6)  and  many  plants 
were  over  3 ft  tall  (Figure  18).  Litter  covered  10%  of  the  soil  surface  and  there  was  only 
a trace  of  bare  ground  (Table  6).  Grass  cover  also  increased  in  the  non-aspen  portion 
of  the  exclosure  and  appeared  to  be  replacing  sagebrush  (Artemisia  tridentata)  (Figure 
19). 

This  is  similar  to  what  was  reported  in  earlier  studies.  Tueller  and  Monroe 
(1980:93)  noted  that  during  1965  and  1966  the  average  annual  production  (pounds/A) 
of  grasses  and  forbs  within  the  aspen  community  was  10  times  greater  in  the  total- 
exclusion  area  than  where  cattle  were  allowed  to  graze.  According  to  Tueller  and 
Monroe  (1970:94),  on  outside  plots,  “Livestock  utilized  69.4  percent  of  the  forb 
production,  while  deer  consumed  10.8  percent  during  1965  in  both  the  aspen  and 
sagebrush  communities.  Deer  used  insignificant  quantities  of  grass,  although  livestock 
consumed  nearly  all  that  was  available.”  Tueller  and  Monroe  (1980:92)  noted  that  deer 
use  was  relatively  low  on  Bates  Mountain  during  their  study,  averaging  9.1  deer  use 
days  per  acre  in  aspen,  but  that  was  still  enough  to  have  had  an  impact  on  aspen 
regeneration  (Tueller  and  Monroe  1980:9)  - - recall  that  aspen  stand-ages  recorded 
during  this  study  (NV-18,  Tables  4 and  5)  indicated  the  aspen  inside  the  deer-only 
portion  of  the  exclosure  did  not  produce  any  new  stems  greater  than  >2  m tall  during 
the  1 960’s-l  970’s,  while  aspen  in  the  total-exclusion  area  did. 

No  deer  pellet  groups  were  recorded  on  any  of  the  belt  transects  used  to 
measure  aspen  on  Bates  Mountain  during  the  present  study  (Table  4).  I did  see  a few 
mule  deer  and  some  deer  pellet  groups  while  I was  on  the  mountain,  but  deer  numbers 
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Figure  18.  Typical  understory  vegetation  inside  the  Bates  Mountain  Exclosure  (NV-16). 
Unlike  aspen  understories  outside  the  exclosure,  which  were  primarily  leaf  litter  and 
bare  soil,  forbs  and  grasses  had  90%  canopy  cover  inside  the  exclosure.  This 
difference  cannot  be  attributed  to  climatic  change  or  other  abiotic  factors.  Although 
vegetation  production  was  not  measured  during  the  present  study,  plant  production 
inside  the  exclosure  was  probably  at  least  10  times  greater  than  where  cattle  have 
grazed  for  many  years,  as  was  the  case  in  1965  and  1966  (Tueller  and  Monroe 
1980:92-96).  Compare  this  to  Figure  17.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  in  one  foot 
segments  for  scale.  Print  from  a color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  146)  by  Charles  E.  Kay; 
August  20,  2000. 
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Figure  19.  Fenceline  contrast  at  the  Bates  Mountain  Exclosure.  The  protected  area  is 
on  the  right  and  the  grazed  area  is  on  the  left.  Aspen  stand  NV-15  is  on  the  left  and 
NV-16  on  the  right.  Inside  the  exclosure,  grass  was  so  abundant  that  it  apparently  is 
replacing  sagebrush,  while  outside,  what  little  grass  existed  had  been  utilized  to  ground 
level  by  cattle  (Clary  and  Leininger  2000).  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No 
161)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  20,  2000. 
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appeared  to  be  very  low.  I did  not  encounter  the  heavy  deer  use  that  I have  observed 
in  other  states  (Kay  and  Bartos  2000).  For  instance,  aspen  communities  on  Bates 
Mountains  that  were  on  steep  sites  farthest  from  water  were  often  multi-aged  (i.e.;  NV- 
20,  23,  and  24),  indicative  of  continual  aspen  regeneration.  Those  aspen  stands  also 
had  a greater  proportion  of  understory  vegetation  and  less  bare  soil.  This  would  not 
have  been  the  case  if  mule  deer  populations  had  been  excessive  (Kay  and  Bartos 
2000).  In  fact,  the  recent  regeneration  event  and  the  lack  of  highlining  of  those  aspen 
saplings  (Table  4,  Figures  10,  12,  and  16)  suggest  that  mule  deer  use  on  Bates 
Mountain  has  not  had  a major  impact  on  aspen  over  the  last  several  years.  It  should  be 
noted,  however,  that  since  1990  mule  deer  populations  throughout  northern  and  central 
Nevada  have  declined  precipitously  due  to  severe  winter  weather  and  have  only 
recently  begun  to  recover  (Dobel  1999). 

While  on  Bates  Mountain,  I also  evaluated  the  condition  and  trend  of  aspen 
communities  on  the  lower  portion  of  Stiner  Creek,  including  the  fenced,  riparian  pasture 
at  the  mouth  of  the  canyon  (see  Appendix  A).  In  some  areas,  primarily  flat  sites  where 
cattle  tend  to  concentrate,  aspen  regeneration  was  absent  and  the  understory  plant 
communities  were  heavily  grazed  (Figure  20,  Clary  and  Leininger  2000).  While  on 
other,  often  adjacent  portions  of  the  stream,  usually  where  there  was  thick  brush  or 
steep  banks,  aspen  had  regenerated  profusely,  and  some  stands  were  multi-aged 
(Figure  21,  Appendix  B).  In  many  stands,  there  had  recently  been  a major  regeneration 
event  like  that  observed  on  the  rest  of  Bates  Mountain.  Aspen  within  the  fenced, 
riparian  pasture  appeared  similar  to  aspen  above  the  fence,  at  least  in  the  sections  that 
were  surveyed. 
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Figure  20.  Aspen  along  the  lower  portion  of  Stiner  Creek.  This  flat  area  is  heavily  used 
by  cattle  (Holechek  1988)  and  aspen  had  not  successfully  regenerated.  This  was 
typical  of  some  areas  along  this  stream.  On  sites  with  less  livestock  use,  however, 
aspen  had  successfully  regenerated  - - see  Figure  21.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft) 
for  scale  - - note  the  heavily  browed  aspen  suckers  at  the  base  of  the  survey  pole. 

Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  322)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  23,  2000. 
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Figure  21  Aspen  along  the  lower  portion  of  Stiner  Creek.  This  area  has  steeper 
banks,  as  well  as  dense  brush,  which  apparently  limits  livestock  use  on  this  site 
(Holechek  1988).  With  reduced  herbivory,  aspen  regenerated  and  produced  a multi- 
aged stand.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix 
C - - No.  320)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  23,  2000. 
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Diamond  Mountains 

Aspen  stands  (NV-40  to  NV-74)  were  measured  at  two  locations  within  the 
Diamond  Mountains  (Appendix  C - - slides  335-565).  In  the  southern  portion  of  the 
Diamond  Mountains,  aspen  was  measured  in  the  Sawmill  Creek,  Cottonwood  Creek, 
and  Hildebrand  Canyon  drainages  (Appendix  A).  While  in  the  northern  portion  of  the 
range,  aspen  was  measured  in  the  Homestead  Canyon,  Sheep  Canyon,  and  Threemile 
Canyon  watersheds  (Appendix  A).  As  aspen  stands  in  the  southern  Diamond 
Mountains  exhibited  similar  conditions  and  trends,  Sawmill,  Cottonwood,  and 
Hildebrand  were  grouped  for  analysis.  Aspen  in  the  other  canyons  exhibited  different 
patterns  and  those  results  are  presented  separately. 

Southern  Diamond  Mountains 

Sawmill,  Cottonwood,  and  Hildebrand  Canyons  are  all  in  the  Black  Point 
Allotment,  which  has  changed  ownership  four  times  since  1983  (Joe  Ratliff,  BLM  Soil 
Scientist,  personal  communication,  Dec.  2000).  In  general,  cattle  have  grazed  this 
allotment  from  early  May  until  the  end  of  October,  or  throughout  the  entire  growing 
season.  There  also  has  been  some  use  by  domestic  sheep,  but  the  number  of  cattle 
has  remained  relatively  constant  over  the  yeas.  That  is  to  say,  according  to  BLM 
records  there  have  not  been  any  major  changes  in  the  number  of  AUM’s  or  seasons  of 
use  authorized  on  this  allotment,  at  least  since  1980. 
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This  grazing  history  is  reflected  in  the  condition  and  trend  of  aspen  communities. 
Unlike  Bates  Mountain  where  there  was  a major  aspen  regeneration  event  6 to  8 years 
ago  when  cattle  use  was  temporarily  reduced,  aspen  stem  dynamics  (Table  7)  and  age 
structure  (Table  8)  data  do  not  exhibit  any  regeneration  pulses  in  the  southern  Diamond 
Mountains.  Instead,  aspen  regeneration  appears  to  be  related  to  site-specific  cattle 
grazing  patterns  (Holechek  1988).  Of  the  20  stands  measured  in  these  drainages  (NV- 
40  to  NV-59),  80  cow  pellet  groups  were  recorded  on  the  aspen  belt-transects,  but  only 
two  for  mule  deer.  That  is  to  say,  most  herbivory  in  this  area  was  attributable  to 
livestock,  not  wildlife. 

Similar  to  other  areas  of  central  Nevada,  there  was  a marked  effect  of  slope  on 
the  ability  of  aspen  in  the  southern  Diamond  Mountains  to  successfully  produce  new 
stems  >2  m tall.  On  areas  with  gentle  slopes,  aspen  generally  had  not  regenerated 
(Figure  22),  as  livestock  tend  to  concentrate  on  those  areas  (Tables  7 and  8;  Holechek 
1988).  Conversely,  aspen  on  steep  hillsides  had  successfully  regenerated  over  many 
years  and  produced  stands  that  were  often  multi-aged  (Figure  23).  While  there  were  no 
fenced,  aspen-containing  exclosures  on  this  allotment,  there  were  several  de  facto 
exclosures.  Even  on  flat  areas  near  water,  aspen  in  the  southern  Diamond  Mountains 
successfully  regenerated  where  it  was  protected  from  livestock  by  fallen  trees  (Figure 
24)  or  steep,  stream-cut  banks  (Figure  25).  This  suggests  that  aspen  can  regenerate 
under  present  environmental  conditions,  if  ungulate  herbivory  is  controlled. 

Unlike  Elephant  Head  in  the  Shoshone  Mountains  or  Bates  Mountain  in  the 
Simpson  Park  Range,  aspen  stands  in  the  southern  Diamond  Mountains,  on  average, 


Table  7.  Aspen  stand  parameters  in  the  Diamond  Mountains. 
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Table  7.  Aspen  stand  parameters  in  the  Diamond  Mountains. 
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Table  8.  Age  and  diameter  of  aspen  in  the  Diamond  Mountains. 


Stand  Number  Stem  Diameter  (cm)/Age  (yrs) 


NV-40  3/1 2,  4/14,  5/16,  8/1 7,9/18,1 3/29,  33/68,  40/75,  41  /79 

NV-41  48/97,50/100 

NV-42  39/96,42/102 

NV-43  26/52,  26/59,  42/95,  44/97 

NV-44  2/5,  3/6,  3/6,  3/6,  4/9,  10/21,  10/20,  12/23,  20/55,  42/95 

NV-45  52/103 

NV-46  3/1 1,4/16,  4/20,  4/20,  4/1 7,  5/20,  6/1 8,  7/1 8,  8/1 8,  23/82,  24/84 

NV-47  30/85,  32/87 

NV-48  3/7,  3/8,  3/12,  3/13,  4/17,  5/15,  7/18,  8/18,  8/20,  10/25,  30/85,  34/88 

NV-49  4/7,  4/7,  1 0/20,  1 2/1 9,  1 8/28,  22/26,  26/55,  28/56 

NV-50  4/8,  4/9,  12/22,  14/25,  36/87,  38/85 

NV-51  3/6,  3/8,  4/8,  4/12,  5/18,  11/26,  13/33,  13/35,  15/40,  19/47,  22/58,  22/79,  38/84,  34/86 

NV-52  3/8,  3/6,  3/8,  3/14,  4/15,  5/17,  5/18,  5/12,  8/20,  11/24,  15/48,  16/49,  22/58,  24/60 

NV-53  2/8,  3/17,  4/18,  8/20,  10/25,  16/42,  18/45,  22/57,  25/62 

NV-54  2/6,  3/8,  22/44,  24/46,  39/87,  40/88 

NV-55  1 8/42,  22/45,  40/87,  42/90 

NV-56  4/18,  6/20,  7/19,  8/22,  10/22,  12/40,  17/52,  20/57,  31/85,  32/87 

NV-57  3/8,  4/10,  10/20,  11/22,  22/55,  24/57,  32/85,  35/R*,  36/89,  52/122,  55/R* 

NV-58  3/8,  3/8,  4/9,  6/18,  8/16,  14/R*.  15/R*,  22/R*,  36/87 

NV-59  36/85,  38/88 

NV-60  3/8,  3/9,  3/9,  3/1 1,9/11,9/11,9/11,1 0/1 1 

NV-61  3/9,  3/1 0,  4/1 1,9/11,9/11,1 0/1 1 

NV-62  8/11,9/11,9/11,10/11 

NV-63  32/118 

NV-64  11/28,  12/26,  12/28,  14/30,  44/108 

NV-65  3/13,  4/15,  4/16,  5/17,  7/23,  11/30,  14/29,  31/88,  34/R*,  40/R* 

NV-66  2/1 0,  3/1 2,  5/13,  6/1 7,  7/1 9,  7/1 9,  8/1 9,  8/22,  29/87,  29/88 

NV-67  3/11,  3/12,  5/17,  6/18,  9/19,  10/20,  31/87,  34/87 

NV-68  4/14,  4/16,  6/16,  7/19,  8/19,  9/23,  10/24,  40/R*,  42/90 

NV-69  3/12,  4/14,  5/16,  6/18,  11/22,  14/20,  40/97,  44/102 

NV-70  4/9,  5/1 0,  9/1 1,9/11,10/11 

NV-71  3/2,  4/10,  5/12,  6/14,  7/17,  8/15,  9/19,  11/24,  13/28,  14/R*,  15/28,  28/75,  30/R*,  32/R* 

NV-72  4/8,  5/10,  6/11,  7/15,  7/14,  11/16,  13/24,  13/25,  14/22,  15/29,  22/44,  32/62,  40/73 

NV-73  4/8,  4/9,  5/11, 6/12,  13/20,  14/23,  15/26,  22/45,  26/48,  32/60,  41/75 

NV-74  4/8,  4/9,  8/14,  9/13,  12/18,  15/26,  16/30,  23/42,  24/47,  30/60,  34/71 


*Stem  with  heart  rot  that  could  not  be  aged. 
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Figure  22.  The  effect  of  slope  on  the  ability  of  aspen  in  the  southern  Diamond 
Mountains  to  produce  new  stems  >2  m tall.  Shown  is  stand  NV-41  (5%  slope),  which 
had  not  regenerated  in  100  years.  Cattle  tend  to  concentrate  in  areas  with  gentle 
topography  (Holechek  1988)  - - note  the  repeatedly  browsed  aspen  suckers  behind  the 
red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft).  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  352)  by 
Charles  E.  Kay;  August  24,  2000. 
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Figure  23.  The  effect  of  slope  on  the  ability  of  aspen  in  the  southern  Diamond 
Mountains  to  successfully  regenerate.  Shown  is  stand  NV-52.  Cattle  seldom  use  this 
area  because  of  its  steep  slope  (60-80%)  (Holechek  1988)  and  the  stand  is  multi-aged 
(Table  7)  - - an  indication  that  it  had  regenerated  over  many  years.  Note  that  none  of 
the  aspen  show  any  evidence  of  ungulate  browsing.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft) 
for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  438)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  25, 
2000. 
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Figure  24.  A de  facto  aspen  exclosure  in  the  southern  Diamond  Mountains.  These 
aspen  (NV-58)  were  protected  from  livestock  by  the  interlocking  branches  of  fallen  trees 
(Ripple  and  Larsen  2001).  As  the  aspen  grew  and  the  downed  trees  decomposed, 
however,  cattle  were  able  to  reach  the  regenerating  stems  and  have  now  consumed  or 
highlined  most  lower  branches.  Compare  this  with  Figure  23.  Red  and  white  survey 
pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  458)  by  Charles  E.  Kay; 
August  26,  2000. 
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Figure  25.  Another  type  of  de  facto  aspen  exclosure  in  the  southern  Diamond 
Mountains.  Aspen  along  this  section  of  Cottonwood  Creek  has  not  been  able  to 
successfully  regenerate  except  where  the  stream  had  downcut  and  aspen  was 
protected  within  those  steep  banks.  Note  the  red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  in  the 
creek  bed  and  how  aspen  there  successfully  produced  new  stems  >2  m tall,  while 
aspen  in  the  background  had  not.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  366)  by 
Charles  E.  Kay;  August  24,  2000. 
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had  a greater  proportion  of  shrubs  in  their  understories  (Table  9).  Grasses  and  forbs 
were  also  more  common  (Table  9),  but  where  present,  utilization  often  approached 
100%  (Figure  26),  especially  in  riparian  areas  (Figure  27,  Clary  and  Leininger  2000). 
The  largest  trees  within  individual  aspen  stands  from  the  southern  Diamond  Mountains 
fell  into  three  age  categories:  55-65  years  old,  80-90,  and  95-105  (Table  8).  The 
reasons  for  this  are  unclear,  but  may  be  related  to  earlier  fire  events,  which  stimulated 
aspen  regeneration  in  local  areas  - - similar  to  what  recently  happened  in  Homestead 
and  Sheep  Canyons. 

Homestead  Canyon 

Although  Homestead  Canyon  is  in  the  northern  Diamond  Mountains,  it  is  part  of 
the  Black  Point  Allotment,  but  this  area  has  been  used  primarily  by  domestic  sheep,  not 
cattle.  Aspen  in  the  lower  reaches  of  Homestead  Canyon  (NV-60  to  NV-62)  was 
burned  by  wildfire  during  1989.  Those  stands  regenerated  profusely  and  contained 
25,000-45,000  saplings  per  acre  (Table  7),  while  up-canyon,  unburned  stands  (NV-63 
and  64)  had  not  regenerated  or  had  done  so  at  only  500  stems/A  in  the  uppermost 
elevation  stand.  This  drainage  was  heavily  used  by  domestic  sheep  - - 333  sheep 
pellet  groups  on  five  2x30  m belt  transects  - - and  all  the  regenerating  aspen  had  been 
highlined  by  grazing  animals  (Figure  28).  Utilization  on  understory  vegetation 
approached  100%  (Figures  28  and  29,  Clary  and  Leininger  2000).  Growth  of  the 
regenerating  aspen,  however,  was  excellent  with  some  stems  approaching  20  feet  in 
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Figure  26.  The  understory  of  a typical  aspen  stand  (NV-47)  in  the  south  Diamond 
Mountains.  Although  grass  and  forb  cover  in  the  Diamond  Mountains  was  generally 
greater  than  at  either  Elephant  Head  or  Bates  Mountain,  utilization  still  approached 
100%  (Clary  and  Leininger  2000)  - - compare  this  with  Figure  33.  Red  and  white 
survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  414)  by  Charles  E. 
Kay;  August  25,  2000. 
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Figure  27,  A riparian  area  in  the  southern  Diamond  Mountains.  Utilization  approached 
100%  (Clary  and  Leininger  2000)  and  the  aspen  stand  (NV-49)  had  not  regenerated 
due  to  repeated  use  by  cattle.  Note  the  repeatedly  browsed  aspen  suckers.  All  riparian 
areas  in  the  southern  Diamond  Mountains  were  heavily  utilized  by  livestock.  Red  and 
white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  422)  by 
Charles  E.  Kay;  August  25,  2000. 
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Figure  28.  Aspen  in  Homestead  Canyon.  This  stand  (NV-60)  was  overrun  by  wildfire  in 
1989  and  aspen  regenerated  profusely  (36,500  saplings/A).  Livestock,  primarily 
domestic  sheep,  have  since  highlined  the  regenerating  aspen  and  consumed  most 
understory  production.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide 
(Appendix  C - - No.  474)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  26,  2000. 
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Figure  29.  Aspen  in  Homestead  Canyon.  This  stand  (NV-61)  was  burned  by  wildfire 
during  1989  and  aspen  regenerated  profusely  (47,700  saplings/A).  Domestic  sheep 
have  now  highlined  the  regenerating  aspen  and  consumed  nearly  all  understory  plant 
production  (Clary  and  Leininger  2000).  Aspen  stem  growth,  however,  has  been 
excellent,  as  some  1 1 year  old  stems  were  nearly  20  feet  tall.  At  this  site,  there  were 
84  sheep  pellet  groups  on  the  2x30  m belt  transect.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - 
- No.  488)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  26,  2000. 
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only  1 1 years  (Figures  28  and  29).  Although,  BLM  records  indicate  that  this  area  was 
not  fenced  after  it  was  burned,  it  is  doubtful  if  these  aspen  stands  could  have 
regenerated  under  the  current  grazing  regime.  That  is  to  say,  sheep  may  have  been 
excluded  for  2-3  years  after  the  fire,  allowing  the  terminal  leaders  of  the  new  aspen 
suckers  to  grow  beyond  their  reach.  Unfortunately,  BLM  has  no  actual  use  data  for  this 
drainage. 

Sheep  Canyon 

Sheep  Canyon  (NV-65  to  70)  is  also  within  the  Black  Point  Allotment,  and  like 
Homestead  Canyon,  it  too  has  been  grazed  primarily  by  domestic  sheep.  The  1989 
wildfire  did  burn  some  aspen  in  the  lower  portion  of  the  canyon  (NV-70)  and  that  stand 
regenerated  profusely  (12,000  stems/A)  (Table  7).  That  regeneration,  though,  has  now 
been  heavily  browsed  and  highlined  by  domestic  sheep.  Aspen  stands  in  the  upper 
portion  of  the  canyon,  which  have  received  less  use  by  sheep,  successfully 
regenerated  without  fire  or  other  disturbance  (Figure  30),  albeit  at  lower  stem  densities 
(Table  7).  Other  areas  within  the  drainage,  however,  have  been  more  heavily  utilized 
by  domestic  sheep  (Figure  31)  and  aspen  in  those  areas  has  not  fared  as  well  (Table 
7). 
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Figure  30.  Aspen  in  upper  Sheep  Canyon.  This  stand  (NV-66)  had  successfully 
regenerated  without  fire  or  other  disturbance  because  the  area  receives  less  use  by 
domestic  sheep  than  other  parts  of  the  Canyon  - - see  Figure  31 . Print  from  color  slide 
(Appendix  C - - No.  511)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  27,  2000. 
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Figure  31.  A typical  riparian  area  in  Sheep  Canyon  where  utilization  approached  100% 
(Clary  and  Leininger  2000).  Compare  this  with  Figure  33.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6 
ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  524)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August 
26,  2000. 
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Threemiie  Canyon 

Threemile  Canyon  is  in  the  Threemiie  Allotment,  which  is  grazed  by  cattle,  not 
domestic  sheep.  For  whatever  reason,  however,  this  canyon  has  not  actually  been 
grazed  by  livestock  in  many  years.  Although  I did  observe  some  cattle  sign  in  the  lower 
reaches  of  the  canyon,  all  aspen  stands  had  regenerated  without  fire  or  other 
disturbance  and  exhibited  multi-aged  stems  (Table  7).  Moreover,  none  of  the  aspen 
suckers  had  been  browsed  and  the  regenerating  aspen  had  not  been  highlined  (Figure 
32),  unlike  aspen  in  adjacent  Homestead  and  Sheep  Canyons.  Grasses  carpeted  the 
valley  bottom  (Figure  33)  and  palatable  shrubs  exhibited  no  signs  of  browsing.  Even 
curleaf  mountain  mahogany  (Cercocarpus  ledifolius),  which  seldom  regenerates 
anywhere  in  the  West  (Schultz  et  al.  1990,  1991 ; Davis  and  Brotherson  1991), 
produced  an  abundance  of  new  plants  in  Threemiie  Canyon  (Figure  34).  Since  mule 
deer  use  is  likely  similar  in  Homestead,  Sheep,  and  Threemiie  Canyons,  conditions  in 
Homestead  and  Sheep  can  only  be  attributed  to  domestic  livestock,  not  wildlife 
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Figure  32.  A typical  aspen  stand  (NV-71)  in  Threemile  Canyon.  This  area  had  not 
been  grazed  by  livestock  for  many  years  and  all  aspen  stands  successfully  regenerated 
without  fire  or  other  disturbance.  Aspen  suckers  and  saplings  were  unbrowsed  and 
showed  no  evidence  of  highlining  (Table  7).  Moreover,  all  stands  contained  multi-aged 
stems  (Table  8).  This  stand  is  on  a flat  site  and  water  is  located  within  100  ft,  yet  aspen 
exhibited  no  evidence  of  browsing.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  537)  by 
Charles  E.  Kay;  August  27,  2000. 


72 


Figure  33.  A typical  upland  grass  community  in  Threemile  Canyon.  Compare  this  with 
Figures  26,  27,  28,  and  31.  Although  rainfall  throughout  central  Nevada  was  below 
normal  during  2000,  plant  growth  and  production  were  excellent  in  Threemile  Canyon. 
This  suggests  that  livestock  grazing,  not  drought,  was  responsible  for  the  range 
conditions  encountered  during  the  present  study.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - 
No.  562)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  August  28,  2000. 
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Figure  34.  A young,  unbrowsed,  curlleaf  mountain  mahogany  plant  in  Threemile 
Canyon.  Establishment  of  curlleaf  mountain  mahogany  from  seed  is  rare  throughout 
the  West  (Schultz  et  al.  1990,  1991;  Davis  and  Brotherson  1991),  but  was  common  in 
Threemile  Canyon  most  likely  because  the  latter  has  not  been  grazed  by  livestock  for 
many  years.  Although  mule  deer  were  present,  wildlife  use  was  negligible.  Red  and 
white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  557)  by 
Charles  E.  Kay;  August  28,  2000. 
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Toiyabe  Mountains 

Within  the  Toiyabe  Mountains,  aspen  was  measured  in  the  Boone  (NV-75  to  79) 
and  Iowa  Creek  drainages  (NV-8Q  to  84),  as  wel!  as  at  the  head  of  Bernd  Canyon  (NV- 
85  and  86)  and  the  upper  portion  of  Silver  Creek  (NV-87)  (Appendix  A).  Boone  and 
Iowa  Creeks  are  in  the  Austin  Allotment,  which  is  grazed  by  both  cattle,  primarily  at 
lower  elevations,  and  domestic  sheep,  primarily  on  the  higher  mountains. 

Boone  Creek 

Three  exclosures  (BLM  4914)  were  constructed  on  Boone  Creek  by  BLM  in 
1990.  All  three  exclosures  contain  aspen  (Appendix  A)  and  aspen  had  successfully 
regenerated  within  each  area  where  cattle  have  been  excluded  (NV-76,  77,  and  79) 
(Tables  10  and  11,  Figure  35).  Aspen,  however,  had  also  successfully  regenerated 
within  the  last  10  years  where  livestock  had  not  been  excluded  (NV-78)  (Figure  36). 

This  most  likely  is  related  to  the  fact  that  when  the  exclosures  were  built,  BLM  also 
mandated  that  the  permittee  change  the  season  of  use  from  season-long  grazing  to 
only  early  season  grazing  (Duane  Crimmins,  BLM  biologist,  personal  communication, 
Dec.  2000).  Prior  to  this  season  of  use  change,  there  had  been  no  aspen  regeneration 
along  Boone  Creek  in  more  than  100  years  (Table  11).  This  is  similar  to  what  has  been 
reported  in  studies  of  woody  riparian  vegetation  - - changing  to  early  season  or  dormant 
season  use  from  season-long  grazing  has  resulted  in  significant  establishment 


Table  10.  Aspen  stand  parameters  in  the  Toiyabe  Mountains. 
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‘Pellet  groups  per  2x30  m belt  transect. 

**Water  in  or  near  stand. 

***There  were  only  21  live  stems  >2  m in  the  entire  stand. 
NA=Not  applicable. 


Table  1 1 . Age  and  diameter  of  aspen  in  the  Toiyabe  Mountains. 
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Figure  35.  Aspen  regeneration  inside  the  lower  Boone  Creek  Exclosure.  This  area 
(NV-76)  was  fenced  by  BLM  in  1990  to  exclude  livestock  and  aspen  regenerated 
profusely.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  572)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  3, 
2000. 
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Figure  36,  Aspen  regeneration  (NV-78)  along  an  unfenced  portion  of  Boone  Creek.  At 
the  same  time  the  exclosures  were  constructed  on  Boone  Creek,  BLM  also  changed 
the  season  of  use  on  that  grazing  allotment  from  virtually  season-long  to  only  early 
season  use.  AUM  numbers,  though,  were  not  substantially  changed.  As  reported  in 
other  studies  (Borman  et  al.  1999),  the  season  of  use  change  alone  reduced  utilization 
on  woody  species  and  allowed  aspen  to  successfully  produce  new  stems  >2  m tall. 
Understory  species,  however,  were  still  heavily  utilized.  At  this  site,  grasses  and  forbs 
had  30%  canopy  cover  while  there  was  25%  bare  soil  - - compare  this  with  Figure  37. 
Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No. 
592)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  3,  2000. 
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and  regrowth  of  woody  plants  without  any  reduction  in  the  actual  level  of  grazing;  i.e. 
allotment  AUM’s  were  not  reduced  (Borman  et  al.  1999).  The  middle  exclosure  on 
Boone  Creek  showed  some  recent  entry  by  cattle,  and  that  appeared  to  have  been  only 
a stray  cow  or  two. 

While  aspen  stem  dynamics  were  similar  inside  and  outside  the  three  Boone 
Creek  Exclosures  (Tables  10  and  11),  there  were  major  differences  in  understory 
species  composition.  Outside  the  exclosures,  utilization  was  very  heavy  (Clary  and 
Leininger  2000)  and  grasses  and  forbs  had  an  average  canopy  cover  of  22%  with  15% 
bare  soil  (Table  12,  Figure  36).  While  inside  the  exclosures,  grasses  and  forbs 
averaged  75%  and  there  was  only  a trace  of  bare  soil  (Table  12,  Figure  37).  Riparian 
areas  inside  the  exclosures  also  showed  substantial  improvement  (Figure  38). 

Iowa  Creek 

Three  exclosures  were  also  built  on  Iowa  Creek  by  BLM  in  1990  (BLM  4915) 
(Appendix  A).  The  lower  exclosure  does  not  contain  aspen  and  was  heavily  grazed 
when  inspected  during  early  October.  Apparently  this  exclosure  had  been  used  as  a 
holding  corral  for  cattle,  judging  from  the  amount  of  use  inside  the  fenced  area.  The 
middle  exclosure  (Appendix  A)  contains  a single,  small  aspen  clone  that  was  over-run 
by  wildfire  a few  years  ago.  This  exclosure  also  appears  to  have  been  used  as  a 
holding  corral  - - grasses  had  been  heavily  utilized  and  the  regenerated  aspen  stems 
had  all  been  highlined.  Some  livestock  grazing  had  also  occurred  inside  the  uppermost 
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Figure  37.  Aspen  regeneration  (NV-79)  inside  the  upper  Boone  Creek  Exclosure. 
Height  growth  was  excellent  as  these  aspen  stems  were  only  10  years  old.  Grasses 
and  forbs  were  abundant  (80%)  and  there  was  only  a trace  of  bare  soil.  Compare  this 
with  Figure  36.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide 
(Appendix  C - - No.  598)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  3,  2000. 
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Figure  38.  Typical  streamside  vegetation  along  Boone  Creek  in  the  lower  exclosure 
(NV-76).  In  the  absence  of  livestock,  riparian  vegetation  nearly  conceals  the  stream 
from  view.  Compare  this  with  earlier  Figures  of  grazed  riparian  areas  in  central 
Nevada.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  578)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  3, 
2000. 
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exclosure  (Appendix  A),  but  that  use  appeared  minimal  and  had  not  impacted  the  plant 
communities,  as  had  happened  at  the  two  other  exclosures  on  Iowa  Creek.  Moreover, 
the  upper  exclosure  was  fenced  such  that  the  lower  portions  of  two  aspen  clones  were 
protected  from  grazing  (Appendix  A). 

Similar  to  what  was  observed  on  Boone  Creek,  aspen  both  inside  (NV-84)  and 
outside  (NV-83)  the  upper  Iowa  Creek  Exclosure  successfully  produced  new  stems  >2 
m tall  during  the  last  10  years  (Tables  10  and  11).  This  is  not  surprising,  since  BLM 
changed  the  season  of  use  on  Iowa  Creek  at  the  same  time  the  agency  modified  the 
grazing  permit  on  Boone  Creek  (Duane  Crimmins,  BLM  biologist,  personal 
communication,  Dec.  2000).  Inside  the  exclosure,  however,  there  was  significantly 
more  grasses  and  forbs  and  less  bare  soil  than  on  the  outside  area  (Table  12,  Figures 
39  and  40). 

Aspen  regeneration  was  also  measured  in  the  Iowa  Creek  basin  above  the  three 
exclosures  (Appendix  A).  There,  the  more  accessible  stands  had  generally 
regenerated  within  the  last  10  years,  but  not  during  the  proceeding  100  years  (Tables 
10  and  11).  Again,  this  recent  regeneration  event  (Figure  41)  is  most  likely  related  to 
the  season  of  use  changes  implemented  by  BLM  in  1990.  Aspen  stands  on  steep 
slopes,  and  far  from  water  in  the  uppermost  reaches  of  Iowa  Creek,  however,  were 
multi-aged  (Tables  10  and  11,  Figure  42).  Those  stands  regenerated  over  many  years, 
because  cattle  use  those  areas  less  frequently  than  they  do  more  gentle  areas  closer  to 
water  (Holechek  1988). 
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Figure  39.  Understory  vegetation  outside  the  upper  Iowa  Creek  Exclosure  (NV-83). 
Although  aspen  outside  the  exclosure  had  been  able  to  regenerate  under  the  new 
grazing  regime  implemented  by  BLM  in  1990,  cattle  still  heavily  utilized  understory 
species  (Clary  and  Leininger  2000).  Grass  and  forb  cover  (30%)  was  also  less  than 
inside  the  exclosure  (75%).  Compare  this  with  Figure  40.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  in 
one  foot  increments  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  633)  by 
Charles  E.  Kay;  October  4,  2000. 
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Figure  40.  Understory  vegetation  inside  the  upper  Iowa  Creek  Exclosure  (NV-84).  Not 
only  had  aspen  regenerated  where  protected,  but  understory  species  also  responded 
positively.  Compare  this  with  Figure  39.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  in  one  foot 
increments  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  642)  by  Charles  E.  Kay; 
October  4,  2000. 
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Figure  41 . The  response  of  aspen  to  season  of  use  changes  implemented  by  BLM  on 
Iowa  Creek.  This  stand  (NV-82)  is  on  a gentle  slope  near  water  and  had  not 
regenerated  for  100  years  prior  to  1990  due  to  heavy  utilization  by  livestock  (Holechek 
1988).  In  1990,  BLM  changed  the  timing  of  grazing  from  virtually  season-long  to  only 
early  season  use,  but  did  not  otherwise  alter  AUM  numbers.  The  change  in  timing  of 
grazing  alone,  however,  was  enough  to  allow  aspen  to  regenerate  on  this  and  other 
sites  in  Iowa  and  Boone  Creeks.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from 
color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  625)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  4,  2000. 
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Figure  42.  The  effect  of  slope  and  distance  to  water  on  the  ability  of  aspen  in  the  Iowa 
Creek  drainage  to  successfully  produce  new  stems  >2  m tall.  This  stand  (NV-80)  is 
located  on  a moderate  slope  (20-30%),  but  is  some  distance  from  water.  Thus,  over 
the  years,  cattle  have  not  used  this  area  as  heavily  as  they  have  other  stands 
(Holechek  1988),  and  this  aspen  clone  has  continually  regenerated  until  today  it  is 
multi-aged  (Tables  10  and  11).  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  612)  by 
Charles  E.  Kay;  October  4,  2000. 
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Bernd  Canyon 

Part  of  an  aspen  stand  was  also  fenced  to  exclude  cattle  in  upper  Bernd  Canyon 
(Appendix  A).  The  protected  stand  (NV-85)  regenerated  profusely  (10,500  saplings/A), 
while  the  unprotected  (NV-86)  stand  also  regenerated,  but  at  substantially  lower  stem 
density  (810  saplings/A)  (Tables  10  and  11).  The  exclosure  fence  was  subsequently 
cut  and  livestock  have  had  access  to  the  inside  plot  for  the  last  few  years.  The 
regenerated  aspen  stems  have  now  all  been  heavily  browsed  and  highlined  by  cattle 
(Figure  43).  There  was  very  little  sign  of  mule  deer  in  either  Bernd  Canyon  or  Boone 
and  Iowa  Creeks  (Table  10).  Mule  deer  were  using  the  fenced  areas  along  Boone 
Creek  (NV-77),  but  there  was  little  evidence  of  browsing  on  aspen  inside  the  exclosures 
(Table  10). 

Silver  Creek 

BLM  also  built  an  exclosure  (BLM  4916)  on  the  upper  portion  of  Silver  Creek  in 
1990  (Appendix  A).  Unfortunately,  that  exclosure  does  not  contain  aspen.  A single 
aspen  clone  (NV-87),  though,  is  located  above  the  fenced  area.  That  stand  and  the 
surrounding  area  had  been  heavily  grazed  by  cattle,  and  the  clone  contained  only  21 
live  stems  >2  m tall  (Figure  44).  Moreover,  the  only  stems  that  recently  regenerated 
had  all  been  protected  from  browsing  either  by  fallen  aspen  or  dense  brush,  if  this 
stand  is  not  fenced,  it  likely  will  be  lost  as  there  are  few  other  places  for  cattle  to  shade- 
up  in  this  part  of  the  canyon.  This  aspen  stand  is  also  immediately  adjacent  to  a spring 
(Figure  44). 
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Figure  43.  Aspen  (NV-85)  inside  the  upper  Bernd  Canyon  Exclosure.  Aspen 
regenerated  when  this  area  was  fenced  to  exclude  livestock.  The  fence,  however,  was 
subsequently  cut  and  cattle  have  since  heavily  browsed  and  highlined  those  stems. 
Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  652)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  4,  2000. 
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Figure  44.  Aspen  stand  NV-87  in  upper  Silver  Creek.  This  area  was  heavily  used  by 
cattle  and  only  where  protected  by  fallen  trees  or  dense  brush  have  any  aspen  stems 
been  able  to  grow  >2  m tall.  Note  the  spring  immediately  below  the  stand.  Print  from 
color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  665)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  4,  2000 
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Desatoya  Mountains 

Within  the  Desatoya  Mountains  (Appendix  C - - slides  670-916),  aspen  was 
measured  in  the  Campbell  Creek  (NV-88  to  94),  Pole  Creek  (NV-95  to  99),  Milkhouse 
Creek  (NV-100  to  102),  Billie  Creek  (NV-103  to  105),  and  Smith  Creek  (NV-106  to  109) 
drainages  (Appendix  A).  Aspen  was  also  visually  evaluated  along  Edwards  Creek 
where  BLM  has  built  a number  of  exclosures.  As  with  most  other  areas  in  central 
Nevada,  BLM  does  not  have  any  actual,  long-term  range-use  data  for  specific 
drainages  in  the  Desatoya  Mountains.  Billie  Creek,  Milkhouse  Creek,  upper  Smith 
Creek,  and  Pole  Creek  are  in  the  Porter  Canyon  Allotment,  while  Campbell  Creek  is  in 
the  Smith  Creek  Allotment.  The  Smith  Creek  Allotment  is  administered  by  the  Battle 
Mountain  Field  Office,  but  the  Porter  Canyon  Allotment  is  administered  by  BLM’s 
Carson  City  Office. 

Campbell  Creek 

Within  this  drainage,  aspen  is  limited  to  a few  stands  along  the  upper  reaches  of 
Campbell  Creek  and  three  clones  along  the  road  between  Campbell  and  Pole  Creeks 
(Appendix  A).  The  lower  stands  (NV-88  and  89)  along  Campbell  Creek  were  heavily 
utilized  by  cattle  and  aspen  had  not  regenerated  except  where  individual  stems  were 
protected  by  fallen  trees  or  thick  brush  (Tables  13  and  14;  Figures  45  and  46;  Ripple 


Table  13.  Aspen  stand  parameters  in  the  Desatoya  Mountains. 
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Table  13.  Aspen  stand  parameters  in  the  Desatoya  Mountains. 
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NA=Not  applicable. 
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Table  14.  Age  and  diameter  of  aspen  in  the  Desatoya  Mountains. 


Stand  Number  Stem  Diameter  (cm)/Age  (yrs) 


NV-88  56/118,60/122 

NV-89  60/120 

NV-90  3/15,  3/15,  4/17,  5/18,  7/22,  7/22,  8/27,  8/25,  34/112,  38/115 

NV-91  3/14,  3/16,  5/19,  8/22,  9/25,  36/117,  39/121 

NV-92  5/20,  6/20,  7/20,  8/20,  10/20,  10/20,  10/20,  10/20,  10/21 

NV-93  5/20,  6/19,  7/19,  8/20,  9/20,  10/20,  10/20 

NV-94  38/115 

NV-95  4/14,  5/1 5,  7/1 5,  8/1 5,  8/1 5,  1 0/18,  36/1 1 5,  38/1 1 8 

NV-96  5/14,  7/15,  8/16,  8/17,  10/18,  11/26,  33/118 

NV-97  4/1 5,5/14,8/16,  9/1 7,  34/1 1 7 

NV-98  5/1 5,  6/1 5,  9/22,  1 3/28,  1 5/28,  42/1 1 8 

NV-99  4/1 4,  5/15,  7/16,  8/1 7,  1 0/20,  36/1 1 5 

NV-1 00  5/1 4,  1 0/20,  39/1 1 7,  42/1 20,  48/R* 

NV-101  2/5,  2/6,  3/8,  3/7,  3/9,  3/14,  4/10,  7/13,  8/16,  14/26,  14/28,  14/30,  39/R*,  42/R*,  46/118 

NV-1 02  2/6,  3/10,  4/11,  7/14,  8/15,  14/30,  14/25,  14/29,  47/118 

NV-1 03  2/4,  2/4,  64/1 50,  65/R*,  68/R* 

NV-1 04  66/R*,  67/R* 

NV-1 05  8/15,8/17,48/140 

NV-1 06  4/13,  5/17,  5/19,  11/17,  12/20,  34/110,  36/115,  53/146,  60/R*,  64/R* 

NV-1 07  47/115 

NV-1 08  3/16,  4/15,  4/15,  5/15,  5/16,  6/18,  6/17,  35/112,  38/115 

NV-1 09  3/12,  3/14,  4/1 5,  5/1 5,  6/1 7,  39/1 1 3 


Stem  with  heart  rot  that  could  not  be  aged. 
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Figure  45.  A typical  stand  (NV-45)  at  the  lower  limit  of  aspen  along  Campbell  Creek. 
Stands  in  this  area  are  in  decline  and  have  not  been  able  to  successfully  produce  new 
stems  >2  m tall  due  to  repeated  herbivory,  except  where  individual  stems  have  been 
protected  from  livestock  by  thick  brush  (Figure  46)  or  fallen  trees.  Aspen  in  the  steeper, 
upper  reaches  of  Campbell  Canyon,  however,  had  successfully  regenerated.  Red  and 
white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  691)  by 
Charles  E.  Kay;  October  5,  2000. 
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Figure  46.  A regenerated  aspen  stem  protected  from  browsing  in  the  Campbell  Creek 
drainage.  Herbivory  is  so  intense  that  only  aspen  protected  by  fallen  trees  (Ripple  and 
Larsen  2001)  or  thick  brush  have  been  able  to  grow  more  than  2 m tall.  The  shrub  is  a 
Ribes  sp.  (Currant),  which  generally  are  not  grazed  by  livestock  due  to  those  plants’  low 
palatability  and  thorns.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide 
(Appendix  C - - No.  680)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  5,  2000. 
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and  Larsen  2001).  Aspen  (NV-9Q  and  91)  in  the  steeper,  upper  reaches  of  Campbell 
Canyon,  however,  had  successfully  produced  new  stems  >2  m tall  (Tables  13  and  14). 

Two  of  the  three  aspen  stands  along  the  road  to  Pole  Creek  were  burned  by 
wildfire  20  years  ago,  and  both  clones  (NV-92  and  93)  regenerated  profusely  during  a 
period  when  BLM  records  indicate  the  area  was  not  grazed  by  livestock.  Those  stands 
contained  more  than  9,000  saplings/A,  but  all  the  stems  had  been  heavily  browsed  and 
highlined  by  cattle  (Figure  47).  The  single  unburned  stand  in  this  area  (NV-94)  was 
also  heavily  used  by  cattle  and  only  a few  aspen  stems  had  been  able  to  grow  >2  m tall 
where  protected  by  thick  brush. 

Pole,  Milkhouse,  and  Smith  Creeks 

This  allotment  changed  ownership  about  two  decades  ago  and  for  several  years 
during  that  period  the  range  was  not  fully  stocked  as  one  rancher  sold-off  his  cattle 
while  another  built-up  his  herd  (Tracey  Jean  Wolfe,  BLM  Range  Management 
Specialist,  personal  communication,  Dec.  2000).  This  allowed  some  aspen  stands 
(Figures  48  and  49)  to  regenerate  and  most  likely  accounts  for  the  15-20  year  age  class 
seen  in  those  clones  (Table  13  and  14).  Other  stands  (Figures  50  and  51)  in  these 
drainages,  though,  have  not  regenerated  in  nearly  120  years  (Tables  13  and  14).  This 
pattern  of  regenerated  and  non-regenerating  aspen  is  related  to  site-specific  use  by 
livestock  (Holechek  1988),  because  aspen  stands  protected  by  steep,  stream  banks  or 
fallen  trees  had  generally  regenerated  (Figure  49),  while  stands  on  gentle  slopes  with 
easier  access  had  not  (Figure  51). 
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Figure  47.  A fire  regenerated  aspen  stand  (NV-92)  in  upper  Campbell  Creek.  This 
aspen  clone  was  burned  by  wildfire  20  years  ago  and  regenerated  during  a period 
when  livestock  numbers  were  low.  Cattle  have  now  heavily  browsed  and  highlined  all 
the  new  aspen  stems.  Aspen  growth,  however,  has  been  excellent.  Red  and  white 
survey  poie  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  708)  by  Charles  E. 
Kay;  October  5,  2000. 
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Figure  48.  Aspen  that  successfully  regenerated  along  upper  Smith  Creek.  Some 
aspen  stands  in  the  Pole,  Milkhouse,  and  Smith  Creek  drainages  successfully  produced 
new  stems  >2  m tall  when  livestock  numbers  were  low  15-20  years  ago.  Other  stands, 
though,  have  not  regenerated  in  nearly  120  years  - - see  Figures  50  and  51.  Print  from 
color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  843)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  7,  2000. 
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Figure  49.  Aspen  that  successfully  regenerated  along  Milkhouse  Creek.  Aspen  in  this 
stand  (NV-101)  have  been  protected  by  fallen  trees  and  steep,  stream  banks  - - 
Milkhouse  Creek  is  barely  visible  in  the  photograph.  Other  aspen  stands  in  this  and 
adjacent  drainages,  however,  have  not  regenerated  in  nearly  120  years  (Figures  50 
and  51).  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  781)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  6, 
2000. 
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Figure  50.  An  aspen  stand  along  Pole  Creek  that  has  not  successfully  regenerated  in 
recent  years.  Note  the  lack  of  understory  vegetation  on  the  stream  banks  and  the  3 
feet  of  silt  trapped  behind  the  rock  dam.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale. 
Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  745)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  6,  2000. 
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Figure  51.  Aspen  (NV-106)  along  upper  Smith  Creek  that  failed  to  regenerate  in  nearly 
120  years  except  where  individual  stems  had  been  protected  by  fallen  trees  or  thick 
brush.  Note  the  lack  of  understory  vegetation,  as  well  as  the  heavily  grazed  riparian 
area.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  865)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  7, 
2000. 
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Billie  Creek 

Aspen  (NV-105)  in  the  Billie  Creek  drainage  has  generally  failed  to  produce  new 
stems  >2  tall  in  more  than  100  years  (Tables  13  and  14).  Recently,  however,  a small 
aspen  stand  was  fenced  along  Billie  Creek.  That  exclosure  was  built  in  1996  by  the 
previous  ranch  manager,  who  thought  he  was  enclosing  private  property  - - there  is 
some  private  land  in  this  drainage,  but  the  area  has  never  been  surveyed  and  the  exact 
ownership  is  unknown  (Tracey  Jean  Wolfe,  BLM  Range  Management  Specialist, 
personal  communication,  Dec.  2000).  Although  the  exclosure  was  gated,  the  woven- 
wire  fence  was  subsequently  cut  by  unknown  person  or  persons.  Someone  then  piled 
aspen  logs  in  front  of  that  opening  to  prevent  cattle  from  reaching  the  inside,  fenced 
area  (Figure  52).  Why  any  or  all  of  this  was  done  is  not  known,  at  least  to  BLM.  The 
net  result,  however,  is  that  there  now  is  a 4 year-old  aspen  exclosure  on  Billie  Creek  - - 
the  stream  flows  through  the  fenced  area. 

Despite  the  fact  that  aspen  at  this  site  had  not  regenerated  for  150  years,  the 
stand  sprouted  profusely  once  livestock  use  was  eliminated  (Tables  13  and  14).  Within 
the  fenced  area  (NV-103),  there  were  over  20,000  stems/A  and  more  than  half  were 
already  >6  ft  tall  (Figure  53).  While  on  adjacent,  outside  portions  of  the  clone  (NV-104), 
there  were  only  202  suckers/A  and  no  stems  were  more  than  a foot  in  height  (Figure 
54).  Understory  plants  also  showed  a marked  response  (Table  15).  Inside  the 
exclosure,  grass  and  forb  cover  increased  from  15%  to  80%,  while  bare  soil  declined 
from  50%  to  5%.  Riparian  habitat  showed  similar  improvement  (Figures  55  and  56). 
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Figure  52,  Aspen  exciosure  on  Billie  Creek.  Despite  the  gate  on  the  right,  the  woven 
wire  fence  to  the  left  was  cut  by  person  or  persons  unknown.  Someone  then  placed 
aspen  logs  in  front  of  the  opening  to  prevent  entry  by  cattle.  Note  the  profusion  of 
aspen  suckers  inside  the  exclosure  with  only  4 years  of  protection.  Print  from  color 
slide  (Appendix  C - - No  793)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  7,  2000. 
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Figure  53.  Aspen  (NV-103)  inside  the  Billie  Creek  Exclosure.  With  4 years  of 
protection,  aspen  repsprouted  at  greater  than  20,000  stems/A  and  more  than  half  those 
stems  were  over  6 ft  tall.  Prior  to  enclosure,  this  aspen  stand  had  not  regenerated  in 
150  years.  Understory  plants  also  increased  in  cover,  while  bare  soil  declined. 
Compare  this  with  Figure  54.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  815)  by  Charles 
E.  Kay;  October  7,  2000. 
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Figure  54.  Aspen  (NV-104)  outside  the  Billie  Creek  Exclosure.  This  site  was  still 
heavily  used  by  cattle.  Aspen  had  sprouted  profusely  inside  the  exclosure,  but  not  on 
grazed  parts  of  the  same  clone.  Compare  this  with  Figure  53.  Print  from  color  slide 
(Appendix  C - - No.  815)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  7,  2000. 
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Figure  55.  Riparian  conditions  inside  the  Billie  Creek  Exclosure.  This  area  along  Billie 
Creek  had  been  protected  for  only  4 years,  yet  the  stream  was  barely  visible  - - 
compare  this  with  Figure  56.  Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from 
color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  807)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  7,  2000. 
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Figure  56.  Riparian  conditions  along  Billie  Creek  immediately  above  the  Billie  Creek 
Exclosure.  This  area  is  still  grazed  by  cattle  - - compare  with  Figure  5S.  The  tall,  grass- 
like plant  along  the  stream  is  iris  (Ins  sp.),  which  is  not  grazed  by  livestock  (Dayton 
1960:56).  Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C 
- - No.  823)  by  Charles  E,  Kay;  October  7,  2000. 
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Edwards  Creek 


In  recent  years,  BLM  has  constructed  a series  of  livestock  exclosures  along 
Edwards  Creek  (Appendix  A).  Where  cattle  have  been  excluded,  aspen  has 
regenerated  (Figure  57)  and  riparian  conditions  have  improved  (Figure  58). 
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Figure  57.  Aspen  regeneration  inside  a BLM  exclosure  on  Edwards  Creek.  Where 
aspen  has  been  protected  from  livestock,  it  regenerated  without  fire  or  other 
disturbance.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C » - No.  898)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October 
8,  2000. 
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Figure  58.  Riparian  conditions  along  Edwards  Creek  where  livestock  have  been 
excluded.  BLM  has  built  a number  of  exclosures  on  Edwards  Creek  in  recent  years. 
Compare  this  with  Figure  56.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  912)  by  Charles 
E.  Kay;  October  8,  2000. 
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Roberts  Mountains 

Within  the  Roberts  Mountains  (Appendix  C - - slides  917  to  1038),  aspen  was 
measured  on  Vinini  Creek  (NV-1 10  and  1 14),  Willow  Creek  (NV-1 11  to  113), 

Henderson  Creek  (NV-1 15  and  116),  upper  Pete  Hanson  Creek  (NV-1 19),  East  Roberts 
Creek  (NV-1 17  and  118),  Roberts  Creek  (NV-1 20  to  122),  and  Cottonwood  Creek  (NV- 
123  to  126).  All  BLM  exclosures  were  also  checked  for  the  presence  of  aspen 
(Appendix  A).  This  included  upper  and  lower  Vinini  Creek  Exclosures  (BLM  4714),  the 
East  Roberts  Exclosure  (BLM  4715),  the  Willow  Creek  Meadow  Exclosure  (BLM  4779), 
the  Roberts  Mountain  Exclosure  (BLM  4439),  the  three  exclosures  on  Roberts  Creek 
(BLM  4917),  Cottonwood  Exclosure  No.  1 (BLM  4730),  Cottonwood  Exclosure  No.  2 
(BLM  4843)  - - this  included  three  adjacent  fenced  plots,  and  the  six  exclosures  in 
Meadow  Canyon  (BLM  4760,  4761, 4777,  4882,  and  4884).  Only  the  lower  exclosure 
in  Cottonwood  Canyon  (BLM  4730)  contained  aspen. 

All  the  exclosures  in  Meadow  Canyon  (Appendix  A)  were  functional  and  none 
had  recently  been  grazed  by  livestock.  The  four  exclosures  in  Cottonwood  Canyon, 
however,  had  all  been  heavily  grazed  by  cattle.  The  perimeter  fences  were  in  working 
order,  but  apparently  the  gates  had  been  opened  and  cattle  allowed  to  graze  inside. 

The  exclosure  in  Willow  Creek  had  also  been  heavily  used  by  cattle,  as  that  fence  was 
down.  The  two  exclosures  on  Vinini  Creek,  though,  were  still  functional  and  neither  had 
been  grazed  by  livestock.  The  fence  appeared  intact  at  the  East  Roberts  Exclosure, 
but  cattle  had  heavily  grazed  the  inside  area  - - again,  someone  apparently  opened  the 
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gate.  The  two  lowermost  exclosures  on  Roberts  Creek  did  not  appear  to  have  been 
grazed,  but  there  was  some  use  by  domestic  sheep  inside  the  two  uppermost 
exclosures  (Appendix  A).  In  fact,  the  lower  gate  on  the  uppermost  exclosure  was  open 
when  that  site  was  checked. 

Two  allotments  cover  this  section  of  the  Roberts  Mountains.  The  Three  Bars 
Allotment  includes  Meadow,  Cottonwood,  Pete  Hanson,  and  Willow  Creeks,  while  the 
Roberts  Mountain  Allotment  includes  Vinini  and  Roberts  Creeks.  Both  allotments  are 
grazed  by  cattle  and  domestic  sheep.  In  the  last  30  years  there  have  been  many 
changes  in  the  permitted  AUM’s  on  each  allotment,  but  BLM  does  not  have  actual  use 
data  for  any  of  the  areas  that  contain  aspen.  Total  AUM’s  for  both  allotments,  however, 
have  declined  from  over  21,000  during  the  early  1970’s  to  11,355  today  (Joe  Ratliff, 
BLM  Soil  Scientist,  personal  communication,  Dec.  2000). 

Vinini,  Henderson,  East  Roberts,  and  Pete  Hanson  Creeks 

Aspen  in  these  drainages  has  not  successfully  regenerated  in  many  years 
(Tables  16-17,  Figures  59  and  60)  except  where  small  groups  of  stems  have  been 
protected  by  fallen  trees,  steep  stream  banks,  and/or  thick  brush  (Figure  61).  All  sites 
had  been  heavily  grazed  by  livestock  and  bare  soil  was  common  in  most  aspen  stands 
(Table  18). 


Table  16.  Aspen  stand  parameters  in  the  Roberts  Mountains. 
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‘Pellet  groups  per  2x30  m belt  transect. 

“Water  in  or  near  stand. 

“*No  data  as  the  ground  was  covered  with  snow. 
NA=Not  applicable. 


Table  16.  Aspen  stand  parameters  in  the  Roberts  Mountains. 
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^Pellet  groups  per  2x30  m belt  transect. 

**Water  in  or  near  stand. 

***No  data  as  the  ground  was  covered  with  snow. 
NA=Not  applicable. 


Table  17.  Age  and  diameter  of  aspen  in  the  Roberts  Mountains. 


Stand  Number 


Stem  Diameter  (cm)/Age  (yrs) 


NV-110  56/60,6/62 

NV-111  3/24,  3/24,  4/25,  4/26,  4/28,  8/32,  9/31,  10/30,  25/95,  27/100 

NV-112  4/28,  4/29,  5/28,  5/29,  5/29,  9/30,  10/30,  17/32,  17/34,  38/112 

NV-113  4/28,  5/30,  11/32,  17/57,  18/58,  20/60,  34/75,  63/R*,  70/R* 

NV-114  16/46,  18/50,  20/58,  28/60,  32/65 

NV-115  16/57,  17/58,  32/60,  34/61 

NV-116  29/58,32/60 

NV-117  36/74,39/75 

NV-1 1 8 37/72,  38/74 

NV-119  25/73,27/75 

NV-1 20  17/55,  18/55 

NV-1 21  4/7,  4/7,  4/23,  5/13,  5/14,  5/12,  5/15,  32/73,  35/75,  38/77 

NV-1 22  2/6,  3/8,  4/7,  6/12,  7/17,  8/14,  10/23,  12/31,  12/38,  14/40,  18/50,  20/52,  32/75,  34/73 

NV-1 23  44/103,46/105 

NV-1 24  36/102,38/105 

NV-1 25  34/107 

NV-1 26  35/103 


Stem  with  heart  rot  that  could  not  be  aged. 
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Figure  59.  A typical  aspen  stand  (NV-1 1 0)  in  Vinini  Creek.  Aspen  stands  in  most  of  the 
Roberts  Mountains  have  failed  to  regenerate  despite  excellent  height  and  diameter 
growth.  The  trees  in  this  stand  were  60  cm  DBH,  but  only  60+  years  of  age.  Print  from 
color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  923)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  9,  2000. 
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Figure  60,  A typical  aspen  stand  (NV-117)  in  East  Roberts  Creek.  Aspen  stands  in 
most  of  the  Roberts  Mountains  have  failed  to  regenerate  due  to  repeated  browsing  of 
aspen  suckers.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  987)  by  Charles  E.  Kay; 
October  11,  2000, 


123 


Figure  61.  Aspen  regeneration  (NV-1 18)  protected  by  fallen  trees  and  steep  cut-banks 
along  East  Roberts  Creek.  Where  protected  from  browsing  by  fallen  trees  (Ripple  and 
Larsen  2001)  or  other  natural  barriers,  aspen  has  successfully  regenerated  in  the 
Roberts  Mountains.  This  suggests  that  repeated  use  by  livestock,  not  other  factors, 
has  been  responsible  for  the  general  failure  of  aspen  to  regenerate.  Print  from  color 
slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  993)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  1 1 , 2000. 
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Willow  Creek 

Aspen  in  Willow  Creek  also  exhibited  signs  of  heavy  use  by  livestock,  but  unlike 
most  stands  in  the  Roberts  Mountains,  aspen  in  this  drainage  experienced  a 
regeneration  event  25-35  years  ago  (Tables  16  and  17,  Figure  62).  The  reasons  for 
this  are  not  known,  but  since  this  and  other  aspen-containing  areas  in  the  Roberts 
Mountains  have  not  burned,  changes  in  aspen  stem  dynamics  in  Willow  Creek  may  be 
related  to  past  reductions  in  grazing  pressure.  That  is  to  say,  these  aspen  stands  may 
have  regenerated  25-35  years  ago  during  a time  when  actual  livestock  use  was  low. 

Roberts  Creek 

In  Roberts  Creek,  aspen  stands  on  fiat  areas  near  water  had  not  generally 
regenerated  during  the  last  70  years,  while  stands  on  steeper  slopes  usually  had  some 
regeneration  (Tables  16  and  17).  Much  of  that  regeneration,  though,  has  now  been 
heavily  browsed  and  highlined  by  domestic  sheep  (Figure  63).  A few  clones  in  very 
steep  areas  with  many  fallen  trees,  however,  showed  little  sign  of  ungulate  use  and 
aspen  stems  in  those  stands  were  multi-aged,  indicative  of  continual  regeneration 
(Figure  64). 
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Figure  62.  A typical  aspen  stand  (NV-112)  in  Willow  Creek.  Unlike  most  of  the  Roberts 
Mountains  where  aspen  has  failed  to  regenerate  in  many  years,  aspen  in  Willow  Creek 
experienced  a regeneration  event  25-35  years  ago.  The  4-17  cm  DBH  stems  pictured 
here  were  all  24-34  years  of  age  (Table  17).  These  stands,  however,  have  not  been 
able  to  produce  any  younger  stems  >2  m tall  due  to  repeated  browsing  by  livestock. 
When  measured,  these  stands  were  all  heavily  used  by  cattle  and  bare  soil  was 
common  (Table  18).  Red  and  white  survey  pole  (6  ft)  for  scale.  Print  from  color  slide 
(Appendix  C - - No.  950)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  9,  2000. 
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Figure  63.  Aspen  regeneration  (NV-121)  along  upper  Roberts  Creek.  Aspen  in  some 
parts  of  Roberts  Creek  regenerated  in  the  recent  past,  but  all  those  stems  have  since 
been  heavily  browsed  and  highlined  by  domestic  sheep.  Note  how  sheep  have 
consumed  all  the  lower  branches  on  the  young  aspen.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix 
C - - No.  1 009)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  1 1 , 2000. 
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Figure  64.  Aspen  regeneration  (NV-122)  along  upper  Roberts  Creek.  Where  aspen 
has  been  protected  by  steep  banks,  fallen  trees,  or  thick  brush,  grazing  pressure  has 
been  less,  and  those  stands  continually  regenerated  over  many  years.  Multi-aged 
stands,  however,  were  not  common  in  the  Roberts  Mountains  because  most  areas  had 
been  subjected  to  years  of  heavy  utilization  by  cattle  and/or  domestic  sheep.  Print  from 
color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  1 021 ) by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October  1 1 , 2000. 
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Cottonwood  Creek 

Except  where  protected  by  fallen  trees  or  steep,  stream  banks,  aspen  in  the 
Cottonwood  drainage  had  not  regenerated  in  over  100  years  (Tables  16  and  17,  Figure 
65).  This  was  also  true  inside  the  single  exclosure  (BLM  4730)  that  contained  aspen, 
because  livestock  apparently  have  had  repeated  access  to  the  inside  fenced  area,  as 
they  did  during  the  2000  grazing  season. 
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Figure  65.  A typical  aspen  stand  (NV-124)  in  Cottonwood  Creek.  Aspen  in  this 
drainage  has  generally  not  regenerated  in  more  than  100  years  due  to  repeated  use  by 
livestock.  Print  from  color  slide  (Appendix  C - - No.  1028)  by  Charles  E.  Kay;  October 
12,  2000. 


130 


DISCUSSION  AND  CONCLUSIONS 

Aspen  in  the  Shoshone,  Simpson  Park,  Diamond,  Toiyab,  Desatoya,  and 
Roberts  Mountains  is  generally  in  poor  condition  and  many  stands  have  not 
successfully  regenerated  in  100  years  or  more.  During  the  present  study,  no  sign  of  elk 
was  observed  in  or  near  any  aspen  stand,  so  elk  have  not  contributed  to  the  decline  of 
aspen  on  BLM  lands  in  central  Nevada,  in  other  areas,  however,  elk  have  had  and  are 
having  serious,  negative  effects  on  aspen  communities  (Kay  1985,  1997a,  1997c, 
2001a,  2001b;  White  et  al.  1998a,  1998b;  Ripple  and  Larsen  2000;  White  2001).  If  elk 
colonize  the  Shoshone,  Simpson  Park,  Diamond,  Toiyabe,  Desatoya,  or  Roberts 
Mountains,  or  are  transplanted  into  those  ranges,  it  is  highly  likely  that  elk  would  have  a 
negative  impact  on  aspen  in  those  areas. 

Forest  succession  is  also  not  a problem  in  the  aspen  stands  that  were  studied, 
as  conifers  had  not  invaded  any  of  the  communities  that  were  measured.  Aside  from 
Pinyon  (Pinus  spp,).  and  Juniper  (Juniperus  spp.),  conifers  are  generally  absent  from 
the  mountain  ranges  that  were  visited  in  central  Nevada.  There  is  also  no  evidence 
that  normal  plant  succession  favors  sagebrush  over  aspen,  as  claimed  by  some 
(Schenbeck  and  Dahlem  1975).  Where  it  has  been  protected  from  grazing,  aspen  in 
centra!  Nevada  has  not  succeeded  to  sagebrush,  but  instead  has  maintained  its 
position  in  the  vegetation  association  or  actually  replaced  sagebrush.  This  has 
occurred  inside  all  the  exclosures  that  were  measured  in  central  Nevada,  as  well  as  in 
Threemile  Canyon,  where  livestock  have  been  absent  for  many  years.  Other  exclosure 
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studies  have  found  that  protected  aspen  stands  have  expanded  and  actually  kill-out 
sagebrush  (Kay  1990,  2001b;  Kay  and  Bartos  2000).  Thus,  there  are  no  data  to 
support  the  contention  that  the  decline  of  aspen  in  central  Nevada  is  due  to  normal 
successional  processes. 

Exclosure  studies  also  suggest  that  climate  has  had  little  impact  on  aspen  in 
central  Nevada  (Kay  and  Bartos  2000,  Kay  2001b).  Aspen  inside  the  total-exclulson 
portion  of  the  Bates  Mountain  exclosures,  successfully  regenerated  without  fire  or  other 
disturbance,  while  aspen  in  adjacent,  but  unprotected  clones,  did  not.  The  same  was 
true  along  Boone  and  Iowa  Creeks,  where  BLM  fenced  aspen  to  exclude  livestock.  A 
similar  situation  exists  in  Threemile  Canyon  where  all  undisturbed  aspen  stands 
successfully  regenerated  and  developed  multi-aged  stands,  while  aspen  in  adjacent 
canyons  did  not.  In  fact,  data  from  across  in  the  West  has  failed  to  demonstrate  a 
relationship  between  climatic  variation  and  a corresponding  decline  in  aspen  (DeByle 
and  Winohur  1985;  Baker  et  al.  1997;  Kay  1997a,  2001a,  2001b;  White  et  al.  1998a, 
1998b;  Kay  and  Bartos  2000;  White  2001). 

It  is  also  commonly  believed  that  aspen  has  declined  due  to  fire  suppression  by 
federal  and  state  land  management  agencies  (Houston  1973,  1982;  Despain  et  al. 

1986;  Romme  et  al.  1995).  BLM  certainly  has  suppressed  fires  in  central  Nevada  for 
many  years  and  none  of  the  areas  studied  showed  any  evidence  of  widespread  fire, 
except  for  the  lower  reaches  of  Homestead  and  Sheep  Canyons.  Moreover,  of  the 
several  hundred  aspen  stands  evaluated  during  the  present  study,  only  a few  clones  in 
lower  Homestead  and  Sheep  Canyons,  and  two  clones  in  upper  Campbell  Creek  had 
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burned  during  the  last  20  years.  In  addition,  aspen-age  data  suggest  that  few  aspen 
stands  in  central  Nevada  have  burned  during  the  last  100  years.  Thus,  from  the 
standpoint  of  aspen  ecology,  it  may  be  appropriate  to  reintroduce  fire  to  non-cheatgrass 
(Bromus  tectorum)  infested  summer  ranges  in  Nevada.  It  must  be  remembered, 
though,  that  burned  aspen  communities  will  not  successfully  regenerate  if  ungulate 
herbivory  is  excessive  (Bartos  and  Mueggler  1981,  White  et  al.  1998b,  Kay  2001a). 

While  fire  usually  has  a positive  effect  on  aspen,  recall  that  all  the  burned  aspen 
stands  in  Homestead,  Sheep,  and  Campbell  Creeks  successfully  regenerated,  the 
condition  and  trend  of  aspen  communities  in  central  Nevada  are  not,  in  general,  related 
to  an  absence  of  fire.  If  only  burned  aspen  stands  were  capable  of  producing  new 
stems  greater  than  6 ft  tall,  then  aspen  inside  fenced  plots  or  aspen  protected  by  fallen 
trees,  should  not  be  able  to  successfully  regenerate.  In  all  cases  where  aspen  was 
protected  from  ungulate  herbivory  in  central  Nevada,  however,  it  successfully 
regenerated  without  fire  or  other  disturbance,  and  the  same  is  true  throughout  the  West 
(White  et  al.  1998b,  Kay  and  Bartos  2000,  Kay  2000b,  White  2001).  Thus,  while  fire 
can  benefit  the  species,  aspen  has  not  declined  solely  due  to  fire  suppression.  This 
leaves  ungulate  herbivory  as  the  main  reason  aspen  has  declined  in  central  Nevada, 
and  across  the  West  (Kay  1997a,  Kay  and  Bartos  2000,  Ripple  and  Larsen  2000,  White 
2001). 

Data  from  exclosures  on  Bates  Mountain,  Boone  Creek,  and  Iowa  Creek  indicate 
that  ungulate  herbivory  has  had  a major  influence  on  aspen  stem  dynamics  and 
understory  species  composition  in  central  Nevada.  Most  herbivory  was  attributable  to 
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domestic  livestock,  not  wildlife.  Of  the  819  pellet  groups  recorded  on  aspen  belt 
transects  during  the  present  study  (Tables  4,  7,  10,  13,  and  16),  486  (59.3%)  were  from 
domestic  sheep,  330  (40.2%)  from  cattle,  and  3 (0.4%)  from  mule  deer.  In  addition, 
mule  deer  have  access  to  Threemile,  Homestead,  and  Sheep  Canyons  in  the  Diamond 
Mountains,  but  only  where  livestock  were  absent  in  Threemile  Canyon  had  all  aspen 
stands  successfully  regenerated,  while  aspen  in  the  other  canyons  was  heavily 
browsed.  Similarly,  aspen  regenerated  throughout  central  Nevada  wherever  it 
happened  to  be  protected  by  the  interlocking  branches  of  fallen  trees  (Ripple  and 
Larsen  2001),  by  steep  cut  banks,  or  dense  brush.  Aspen  also  regenerated  on  central 
Nevada  ranges  when  livestock  numbers  were  temporarily  reduced  (Bates  Mountain)  or 
where  cattle  grazing  had  been  changed  from  season-long  use  to  only  early-season  use 
(Boone  and  Iowa  Creeks). 

The  fact  that  aspen  stands  on  steeper  slopes  far  from  water  were  generally  in 
better  condition  than  stands  on  more  gentle  slopes  near  water,  is  also  related  to 
livestock  grazing  patterns.  According  to  other  studies  (Holechek  1988:11-12),  slopes  of 
11-30%  reduce  cattle  grazing  by  30%,  while  slopes  of  31-60%  receive  60%  less  use  by 
cattle  than  areas  with  0-10%  slope.  On  sites  with  slopes  over  60%,  cattle  use  is 
essentially  zero.  Similarly,  areas  1-2  miles  from  water  receive  50%  less  use  by  cattle 
than  sites  closer  to  water,  while  areas  more  than  two  miles  from  water  are  seldom  used 
by  cattle  (Holechek  1 988: 11-12). 

I have  now  personally  measured  or  otherwise  evaluated  more  than  40  aspen 
exclosures  in  the  western  U.S.  and  Canada  (Kay  1990,  2001b;  Kay  and  Bartos  2000), 
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and  in  all  cases  where  aspen  has  been  protected,  it  successfully  regenerated  and 
formed  multi-aged  stands  without  fire  or  other  disturbance.  The  single,  stem-aged 
stands  seen  in  central  Nevada  and  found  throughout  the  West  are  not  a biological 
attribute  of  aspen,  but  a result  of  excessive  ungulate  herbivory.  In  other  areas  I have 
worked,  the  problem  has  been  too  many  elk  (Kay  1997a,  1997c,  2001a,  2001b;  White 
et  al.  1998b)  or  too  many  deer  (Kay  and  Bartos  2000).  In  central  Nevada,  however, 
domestic  livestock  are  the  predominate  ungulate  herbivore. 
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MANAGEMENT  RECOMMENDATIONS 

To  reverse  the  decline  of  aspen  on  BLM  administered  lands  in  central  Nevada  it 
will  be  necessary  to  more  closely  manage  livestock  use.  Depending  on  site-specific 
conditions,  it  may  be  necessary  to  fence  some  aspen  stands  if  those  clones  are  to 
survive.  In  other  areas,  season  of  use  changes  may  be  sufficient  to  restore  aspen. 
Year-long  or  season-long  grazing  is  particularly  detrimental  to  aspen,  while  early- 
season  or  dormant-season  use  may  allow  aspen  to  successfully  regenerate.  That  is  to 
say,  the  timing  of  grazing  can  be  more  important  than  the  intensity  (Borman  et  al. 

1999).  As  many  aspen  stands  in  central  Nevada  are  located  in  riparian  settings,  it  may 
also  be  necessary  to  fence  those  areas  to  exclude  livestock  and  to  pipe  water  to  sites 
some  distance  from  aspen  - - of  all  the  springs,  seeps,  and  other  water  sources 
observed  in  central  Nevada,  few  were  developed  and  most  were  heavily  grazed  by 
livestock.  AUM  reductions  may  also  be  necessary  on  some  allotments.  In  evaluating 
which  measures  to  implement  on  what  stands,  distance  to  or  from  water,  and  the 
degree  of  slope  are  the  two  most  important  risk  factors  (Holechek  1988).  Aspen  near 
water  is  at  greater  risk  than  more  distant  stands  and  aspen  on  gentle  topography  is 
more  at  risk  than  stands  on  steep  slopes  - - all  other  factors  being  equal. 

It  is  also  strongly  recommended  that  BLM  establish  permanent  vegetation 
sampling  plots  in  aspen  communities  throughout  central  Nevada  to  evaluate  any 
management  changes  the  agency  might  make.  One  of  the  most  cost  effective  ways 
would  be  to  establish  a series  of  permanent  photopoints  (Magill  1989,  Hart  and  Laycock 
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1996). 

If  fire  is  used  to  restore  aspen  communities,  it  may  be  necessary  to  rest  those 
areas  for  1 to  2 years  prior  to  treatment  to  allow  fine  fuels  to  accumulate  (Brown  and 
Simmerman  1 986).  Pure  aspen  stands  are  very  difficult  to  burn  and  will  usually  burn 
only  early  in  the  spring  prior  to  leaf-out  or  late  in  the  fall  after  leaf-drop  (Brown  and 
Simmerman  1 986).  If  aspen  is  burned,  it  will  also  be  necessary  to  rest  those  areas  for 
3 to  5 years  to  allow  the  new  suckers  to  grow  beyond  the  reach  of  grazing  animals.  In 
some  cases,  this  could  be  accomplished  with  temporary  electric  fencing.  Whatever  is 
done,  however,  BLM  needs  to  be  more  vigilant  in  its  monitoring.  All  fenced  areas  and 
exclosures  should  be  checked  yearly  to  insure  that  management  goals  are  being  met. 
If  fences  are  cut,  BLM  may  need  to  take  appropriate  enforcement  actions.  BLM  may 
also  wish  to  reconsider  its  policy  of  putting  gates  in  some  exclosures  to  prevent  those 
areas  from  being  used  as  livestock  holding  pastures. 

Shoshone  Mountains 

Of  all  the  areas  evaluated  during  the  present  study,  aspen  in  Cottonwood  Basin 
was  in  the  worst  condition.  Since  aspen  occupies  a relative  small  portion  of  this 
allotment  and  is  so  limited  in  extent,  it  is  recommended  that  all  aspen  stands  be 
immediately  fenced  to  exclude  livestock.  It  may  also  be  necessary  to  fence  all  the 
riparian  areas,  as  they  too  are  in  exceedingly  poor  condition.  If  this  is  done,  water  will 
have  to  be  piped  to  locations  outside  the  fenced  areas.  Permanent  photopoints  should 
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be  established  in  all  aspen  stands  and  inside/outside  all  fenced  areas. 

Simpson  Park  Mountains 

Insure  that  the  season  of  use  changes  made  by  BLM  are  implemented  on  Bates 
Mountain.  Rebuild  the  total-exclusion  part  of  the  Bates  Mountain  exclosure.  Felice 
high-risk  aspen  stands.  Fence  upper-elevation  springs  and  pipe  water  to  upland  sites. 
Establish  permanent  photopoints  to  monitor  the  condition  and  trend  of  aspen. 

Diamond  Mountains 

Implement  season  of  use  changes  in  Sawmill,  Cottonwood,  and  Hildebrand 
drainages.  Fence  high-risk  aspen  stands.  Fence  springs  and  pipe  water  to  upland 
sites.  Establish  permanent  photopoints  to  monitor  aspen.  Fence  all  high-risk  aspen 
stands  in  Sheep  and  Homestead  Canyons  - - this  would  include  fencing  springs  and 
piping  water  to  upland  sites.  Establish  permanent  photopoints  to  monitor  aspen. 
Threemile  Canyon  may  be  the  only  area  in  central  Nevada  that  has  not  been  heavily 
used  by  livestock  for  many  years  (Beever  and  Brussard  2000:238),  and  as  such,  is  an 
exceedingly  valuable  range  reference  area.  BLM  should  insure  that  this  area  is  not 
grazed  by  livestock  or  wild  horses  in  the  future.  Establish  permanent  vegetation 
monitoring  plots,  including  photopoints.  It  will  be  interesting  to  see  what  impact  mule 
deer  have  on  the  vegetation  as  deer  populations  increase  from  present  lows. 
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Toiyabe  Mountains 

Maintain  the  season  of  use  changes  that  were  implemented  by  BLM  in  1990,  as 
aspen  has  responded  positively.  Maintain  the  three  exclosures  on  Boone  Creek  and 
the  three  exclosures  on  Iowa  Creek.  Insure  that  the  exclosures  on  Iowa  Creek  are  not 
used  as  holding  pastures  for  cattle.  Rebuild  the  exclosure  in  upper  Bernd  Canyon. 
Fence  the  high-risk  aspen  stand  in  Silver  Creek.  Establish  permanent  photopoints  in  all 
drainages  to  monitor  aspen. 


Desatoya  Mountains 

Fence  all  aspen  stands  in  upper  Campbell  Creek  - - this  would  include  several 
springs.  Pipe  water  to  upland  sites  and  establish  permanent  photopoints  to  monitor 
aspen.  In  Pole,  Milkhouse,  Billie,  and  Smith  Creeks,  implement  season  of  use  changes 
to  reduce  grazing  pressure  on  aspen.  Fence  high-risk  aspen  communities.  Maintain 
and  monitor  the  aspen  exciosure  in  Billie  Canyon.  Establish  permanent  photopoints  in 
all  drainages.  Maintain  and  monitor  the  exclosures  on  Edwards  Creek. 


Roberts  Mountains 


Maintain  all  existing  exclosures  and  insure  that  they  are  not  used  as  holding 
pastures  for  livestock.  Repair  the  single  aspen-containing  exclosure  (BLM  4730)  and 
establish  permanent  photopoints.  Fence  all  high-risk  aspen  stands  and  implement 
season  of  use  changes  to  reduce  livestock  use  on  aspen.  Establish  permanent  aspen 
monitoring  plots,  including  photopoints. 
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